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Inacrumanc Description: Iowa.Tcscs of Basic Skills (ITBS) LevejL 14, Forma J & 8 
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Brief description of che ingcrumgnc ; 
The ItBS^is t sac of nonn-refe*rertc*d examinations designed co measure progress, in 
the. fundamental skills; Level 14' of che ITBS 'measures skills in Vocabulary, Reading 
Comprehension, Spelling, Capicalizacion, Punctuacion, Usage, Visual Macarials, Refer- 
ence Macerials, Machemacics Concepcs; Machemacics Problem Solving, and Machemacics 
Compucaciou. Only che Reading Tocal and Machemacics Total scores aroused for minimum 
competency purposes* 

■/ - v, . ' . 

To whoa was che Instrument sdminiscered ? ^ 
All scudencs in grade 8, end students in grades 9-12 who attended aTipecial session or 
cook a mach or reading tutorial, course* Grade 8 scudencs enrolled in integrated or 
self-concained special educacion classes were exempc from cescing; Non-English sneaking 
scudencs were not exempt. Any exempc special educacion scudencs were cesced ac che 
school's discretion* Scores fbr students who are monolingual or dominant in a language 
ocher Chan English were noc included : in che -school or District summaries*. 

♦ 

■ How many times was che instrument administered ? 
Once per year co each gra*ig 8 sct&enc, once each semescer ac each high school in a 
special session, and oitf& aWfchttinal exam in all mach or reading cucorial classes. 

When was che ins c rumen c administered ? 

The ITBS was administered co scudencs in grade 8 on February 16, 17, and 18, wich 
make-ups adminiscered February 19-26* Special sessions~were held ac various times 
chroughouc che year, and scudencs in cucorial classes took che ITBS as chair final exam. 

Where was che instrument adminiscered ? * 
In each^AISD Junior high (usually in che scudenc's regular classroom) , and in each 
high school ^including Robbins and Kealing) . 
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Who adminiscered che instrument ? 1 

In grade 8, che counselor or principal adminiscered che cescs over che public address 
syscem using caped direccions provided by ORE, while ceachers acced ,as cesc monicors 
in cheir classrooms,. In each hi-gp school, che ITBS was adminiscered by ORE personnel 
only. 

What craning did che adminiscracors have ? * 
»ln grade 8, Building Tesc Coordinacc-rs parcicipaced in planning sessions prior co che' 

cescing. Teacher Graining was che responsibilicy *of che Building Tesc Coordinacor; 

howver, ceacher inservice Graining was available from ORE upon requesc. Teachers and 

counselors received wriccen. insertions from ORE, including a checklisc of procedures 
v and a scripc co follow co administer che cest -in che evenc of a public address syscem^j 
""malfunction. y 

The ORE personnel administering che t\igh school cescs are choroughly crained in cesc 
administratiorf. 

Was che instrument administered underXstandardized conditions ^? * 
YeT^ Standardized ins truce ions were attributed co grade 8 adminiscracors . Central 
adminiscracioa and ORE persdnnel monicdred in a random selection* . ofi classrooms wich 
results indicating chac cescing condicions were reasonably consiscent across che Dis 
cricc. The high school special sessions and cucorial testing also were* conducted underj; 
standardized condicions. « * 

Were chere problems, wich che instrument or Che administration that? might 
affect the validity of the data ? t • 
*No known problems with the instrument^. Problems in tfhe administration are documenced 
in che monicors 1 reports which are available ac ORE. 
Who developed che instrument ? ^ 

The University of Iowa. The ITBS is published by the Riverside Publishing Company* 
. (Houghton Mifflin Company) . 

What reliability and validity data are available on^che^ inscrumenc? 
The reliability of che subcases, as summarized by Kuder-Richardson Formula 20 coef- 
ficients, ranges from .82 to .98 across subtests and levels. The issues of content 
and construct validity are addressed in the publisher's preliminary technical sum- 
mary, pag/s 13-15. r > ^ 

Are there norm data available for interpreting, the results ? 

The Teacher ! s Guide provides empirical norms (.grade equivalent, percentile, stanine) 
for che fall t and spring. Interpolated 'norms are available for midyear. National,, 
large city, and school building norms are provided. 



\ 



Instrument Description; Texas Assessment! of Basic Skills (TABS) 
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Brief description of the instrument : 

The TABS is a state-mandated criterion- referenced testing program. The tests given to 
students in grade 9 measure basic skills in reading, writing, and mathematics. Only 
the Reading and Mathematics subtests are used for minimum competency purposes. Reading 
and Mathematics include 11 objectives each, rated by £our multiple choice items each. 



To whom was the instrument admin &ce red ? # ^ . 

All students in grade 9. Students enrolled in integrated or self-contained special 
education" classes were exempt. Students, in grade 10 or 11 who did not meet the TABS 
requirements on past administrations were given the option to retake the test during 
this year's administration. 



How many times *as the instrument administered ? 
Once per student per y^ear. „ 
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When was the instrument administered ? * 
The TABS was administered at each high schopl sometime between February 15 and Feb- 
ruary 19. TABS make-ups were administered the : following week, and were required for 
any student who missed the regular testing and who did not meet the Average Daily 
Attendance requirement set by AISD. ' 

Whete was the instrument administered ? , 

In all AISD high* schools (includingtRobbins and Kealing) . Some schools tested in 
large groups in cafeterias, etc.; others tested in classroom. 

ft • % 

I 

Who administered the instrument ? s ^ * « 

Authorized school personnel (teachers, counselors, and administrative staff) adminis- 
tered the TABS. Teachers were allowed to test their own students. 

< > ( 

What training did the administrators have ? 

Manuals containing written instructions were provided to each test administrator. A 
two-hour workshop, as well as manuals and other written instructions, was^ provided 
by ORE to interested school coordinators. .School coordinators were responsible for 
training test administrators* 

/ 

Was the instrument administered under standar d *ff^ jp ondit ions ? 

Instructions given were the same, but length of testing (the cest was not timed)' and 
testing environments varied somewhat. 



r /ere chere problems with the instrument or che administration tha^might 
affect che validity ot the data ? ~~ — ~ ~ ' : 

None that are known. 



Who developed the instrument ? 
Texas Education Agency (TEA) . 



What reliability and validity, data are available on che instrument ? 
Very little data are available on the TABS. 



Are there norm data available (for interpreting, :he results ? 

Schools >can compare their* performance to all ninth graders' performance across the 
District. Statewide*performance'data should be available by fall, 1982. Actual 
norms may not be provided.* * 
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81 76 Instrument Description: 



Sequential. Tests of j Educational Progress (STEP) , Series 2, 
Forms A &»B 



x 



■j 



I- 'Brief descriptio n of the instrument ; ' 
1 S «ri«» 2 of che STEP 5 .a norm-referenced high school achievement test battery, 
meuuring scudenc skills in Reading,: English' Exprusion, Mechanics of Writing 
(Spelling, Capitalization, and Punccuacion) , Math Computation*. -Math Concepts, 
Social Studies, and Science. Only che Reading, Mach Computation and Hach Con- 
cepca cescs are used for minimum competency purposes. Half of che AISD high . 
schools used Form A of che STEP and "hal| ..ysad Form B. 



To whom was che Instrument administered? 

.All regular high school students, gradu 9-12. Special Education students were 
exempted from STEP testing at the discretion of thai* ARD Committee. Sttudencs 
wich limited English proficiency were «ot exempt from testing, but could be ex- 
cuse< after one test if, in the administrator's op ini^ they could not be tested 
validly on the remaining tests. / 

How many times was the Instrument adm inistered? • , 

Once per student per year. The English Expression and- Social Scudies tests are 
alternated yearly with the Mechanics of Wricing and Science cescs. The Mechanics 
ojFlftricing and acience tests were administered this year. 
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When was che instrument administered? 

The STEP was administered on che mornings 'of .April 6 and 7. 
iscered on cwo consecutive Saturdays, April 17 and 24. 



* > 



Make-ups were admin- 



Where was che inscrraaent adm inistered? . • k 

The STEP Was administered ac each AISD high school (including Bobbins and Keeling). 
Make-ups \<ere administered ac Reagan High School. V y 

Who administered ch e instrument? 

Tesc inscruccions were given ' over che public address system at each school, either 
by the counselor or by a tape, recording provided by ORE. , Teachers acted as test 
monitors in each classroom. The make-up testing was administered and monitored by 
ORE personnel. . m 

WttAC training did the administrators have ? . * v , JJ . . 

Teachers and*counselors received written: instructions from 0R£> including a check- 
list of procedures and an exact -script to" follow in test administration.- The ORE 
personnel who administered the make-ups were thoroughly trained in administering 

Was^he Instrume nt administered under standardized conditions? • 
Yes. Standardized instructions were distributed. Central adm inistration and ORE 
personnel monitored in a random selection of classrooms with results indicating 
that testing conditions were reasonably consistent ahross the District. V . 

, Were there problems with the instrument or the ad ministration that might 
affect the validity of the data ? " * * . . 

No known problems with the instr ument. Problems in the administration, are docu- 

mented in the^monitors* reports. 



Who developed tha, instrumenc? 
Educational Testing Service (ETS) , 
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ghat reliability and valid i ty data are available on the instrument ■ - 
The reliability of the alternate- forms, A and B, ranges from .58 to .93. The 
.reliability of the subtests, as summarized by Kuder-Richardson Formula 20 coefi- 
ficients, ranges from .83 to .94'. .The issue, of content and construct validity 
are addressed in -the publisher's technical report, bages 150-154. 



Are there norm data available f or-.i nteroreting the results? . »' 
Mean, median, .percentile rank, percentile band, converted, and stanine scores are 
available for each subtest of the STEP. » . ' 

4 



9 

ERIC 



3-rlef description of the data file: 

The Minimum Competency File is a computer file containing records of all resding or 
ouch achievement tests taken in grades eight through twelve by each high school stu- 
dent. Immediately following each *et of t$t records for a student, is a summary 
record indicating competencies met, date the student actually met competency in the 
subject area, 'and othe^ relevant ; information. 

Which students or other individuals ate included on the file?. 

Each "active" high, school student who has taken at least one reading or math achieve- 
ment .test in grades eight through twelve. Once a student has grsduated froni AI5D 
(or is known to have permanently withdrawn) , sll ^records for that student are trans- 
ferred to a "Competency History .File, 11 ^ 



How -often is information on the file added, deleted, or undated? ^ 
After each administration of a competency test and as any discrepancies reported. 



... - I f ■ A 

Who is responsible for changing or adding information to the file? 
Minimum Competency programmer and other Minimum Competency staff in ORE** 

• ' " * 

How was the information contained on tjie file gathered? 
The information was * gathered through, standardized procedures. 

Are there problems with the informactou.on £he file that may affect the 

validity of the data? 
■ •% 

A small error rate occurs from 'incorrect student numbers* 



«*hat data are available concerning , the accuracy and reliability of the 
information on the file? ^ • 

Schools report errors found* All discrapsncies are resolved and. corrgej^ed by ORE, 



Are there normative or" historical data available for Interpreti ng the 
' results? * 

The file contains longitudinal data, A Minfmum Competency Historj^^le is kept for 
records which, are not current, X 



3rief description of the file lavout: 

Each Record for £ "student contains aire 
followed by a listing 61 each competency test taken. 



- Each 4ecord for £ "student contains a\ record summarizing competency information, 
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/ . ■ ' ' • /; V ' . . / ' 1, 

* * * v ■ *\ • • V ' - • * ' • • 

'high school graduation minimum competency requirements v - .. - 

- . • \ ' ' ' ' 

This technical .report supports the findings .summarised in the, 1981-82 ^ 
Evaluation Findings Volume ; pul>lication'|iumber 81.30, Chapter V. , - 

:° ' • \ ^ ■ ' ; % . . / \ ■ 

Purpose , • 

" ' ~ ' ' < " . . ; , ' • ; 

This Valuation was conducted to documeht the ^jgraduation competency status * 
of all.AISD stttdents. in gtad.es ,8-12. ',The findings reported here are rele- 
vant t© the following accoutitabflity que's£ion ;(Dl)y program question^ (I}2, 
D3, and D4) * and their related evaluation questions. 

■ *' v v • 1 * • V. * " • - v 

Decision Question Dl : Are the minimum competency £dr graduations^ 
requirements at the' appropriate lev6l? " 
. * - '\ ■ . 

* Evaluation Question Dl-1 ; What was the status of the * 

1982 graduates — -numbe'r. meeting cof&petfency requirements, f •■ 

signing, waiver letters \ using special education exemp- , 
- ' w ' tiotis? t ' * K 

' ' V * w • \ • 

Evaluation Question Dl-2 : How did 1982, graduates ^ 
cpmpare to those in 1981, 1980, and 1979? 

^ Evaluation Question Dl-3 : How many 1982 graduates met 
competency at these levels: 8.5, 9.0, 9.5, and 9.9? . , 



Evaluation Question Dl-4 1 What have graduates who 
signed waiver Ifettkrs done since* graduation? 

Evaluation Ques tion Dl-5 : How many students have not 
yetr* met competency requirements at each grade '(8-12)? 

Evaluation Questioti Dl-6 : Have the qompetency re- 
quirements' had any effect on student achievement 
levels? /Nj 

Evaluation Question Dl-7 : Have the i competency re- 
quirements had any effect on school leaver rates? 



Decision Question D2 t WhaK^organizational changes are .needed to 
% - improve the efficiency and accuracy of the minimum dompetfency 

program? 



Evaluation Question D2-1 ; Are the, success rates for 
tutorial courses acceptable? 

*■ * 
Evaluation Question D2-2 : v What were the characteristics 
of the 1982 graduates who signed waiver letters (e.g., 
courses taken)? . ; 
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Evaluation Question D2-3 : What changes in the mea- 
surement, reporting ; and record keeping system* were 
made in 1981-82? . ' > 

Evaluatfon Qtiestion D2-4 : What other changes in th& 

measurement, reporting^ atid record keeping system \ 

♦ are needed? . 

i Decision Question D3 : Which tests should be used fpr measuring 
competency? ; 

Evaluation Question' D3-1 ; On which t^sts and -at -what 
times di(J the 1982 graduates meet the competency re- 
^ 4 quirements? » ^ 

Evaluation* Question D3-2 : What was the impact of the 
switch to the ITBS? % . ' * - 

• Evaluation Quest i6n D3-3 ; What options are available ^ 
for future competency tests? ^ 

Decision -Question D4 ; Should special education exemptions continue 
to be determined by ARD committees using •the currently adopted" 
criteria? 

Evalifation Question D4-1 ; How »many 1982 graduates . 
^who signed waiver letters were special education . 
students? " . 

- Evaluation Question D4-2 : Ho\$ many special educa- 
tion students were exempted by their ARD dommittees 
from competency testing? Of these, how many received 
more than three hoiprs per day of special education 

' service? 

m 

In addition, the following information question was addressed. * 
' Ttif ormatipn Question II : ■ What will be the 1981 TABS minimum 



- competency levels? 



. -Procedure- » 

The current requirements and the ways in which those requirements may be 
met are described in detail in the Po'licy and Procedures Manual: Minimum 
Competencies for High School Graduation, publication number. 80.48. . 

The High School Competency File was the source for 'most of the analyses - 
.conducted and reported here. Results are discussed in terms of e s ach 
evalifation and information question. 
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Results 



t Evaluation . What toad tkt *$a£ux o& tkz 1981 gAaduatzs-- 

YtumboA. mzzting compatzncy teqLuAwmt&, signing vocuvqa loAWa* / u6ing 
ApzcAjodL zducjcution zx<zmp£io(U>? t " * . . 

V \ f . , . ■ - ■ ••. 

Figure 1 summarized each school f s 1982 graduates 1 competency status. 
Attachment 1 is the memo and forms sent to Ehe hi^gh Schools for reporting-- 

A. 1982 Graduates Who Used a Letter of Waiver ■ • : ■ '** < 

3. -1982 Graduates Who Used a Special Education Exemption 

C. *Total Number of 1982 Graduates 

Evaluation Question Q1-2. How did '1982 gxMucub 
1980, and 1979? ' \ 



OA compa/iz to iko&<L in 1981 , 



Figure 1 also contains each school's 1981 and 1980 graduates 1 competency 
status. Since the 1979 records were not kept iii detail, only" .the number 
; of graduates signing « letters of waiver can be compared across four years. 
Figure 2 makes this comparison. ^ 

■ 







YEAR OF 

<* 


GRADUATION 


* 




1979 


1980 


198;* 


1982* 


Number of Graduates 


3379 


3376 


3307 


3210 


* A 

**** Mach Leccer Only 

v ' " ' 


32 
(0.93) 

V 

49 
(1.5%) 


21 
(0.6%) 


4 

28 
(0.8%) 


i 

43 

(i.3%) 


. Reading Leccer^Only 
* 


60 
' (1.8%) 


'd55 
(1.7%)- 


100 
(3.1%) 


Boch Mach and Reading Letcer 


24 
(0.7%) 


31 

. (0.9%) 


39 
(1.2%) 


48 
(1.5%) 


local wich ac Lease One Lecter s 


105 
(3.17.) 


112- 
(3.3%) 


122 
(3.7%) 


191 
(6*0%) 



*Afcer 1980, students no longer could use an exemption for being enrolled 
prior co ySr-yB^or fotf transferring incb AISD as a graduating senior. 

Figure 2. NUMBER OF GRADUATES USING A LETTER OF WAIVER, 1979-82. 
\ 
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YEAR OF 
GRADUATION: 



Met Math Competency, Reading Letter 

Met Reading Competency, Math Letter 

Both Math and Reading Letter 

Total Number of Graduates with at 
Least One Letter . 



ANDERSON 



1980 1981 1982 



9 
2 
3 

14 



12 


1» 


0 


1 


1 


5 


4 


1 


1 


17 


3, 


6 



AUSTIN 



1980 1981 1982 



CROCKETT ' 



1980 1981 1982 



5 
3 
4 

12 



.7 
7 
3 

17 



LBJ 



1980 1981 1982 



10 
3 
8 



10 

4. 
1 



21 15 15 



J0HNST0H 



1980 1981 1982 



6 \ 10 
9 10 
2 5 



10 17 25 



LANIER 



1ST80 196*1 1982 



5 


. 3 


9 


13 


7 


2 




9 


✓ 2 


2 


7 


7 


11 


4 


4 


14 


14 


29 


ft 


13 



MCCALLUM 



1980 1981 1982 



7 
3 
9 

19 



REAGAN 



lVw^98L^ 



1982 



13 
5 
8 



26 




20 
4 
1Q 

34. 



ROB BINS 
1980 198H 1982 



.0 
. 0 
Q 

4P 



SPECIAL 
SCHOOLS* 



1980 1981 1982 



0* 0 



TRAVIS 
1980 1981 1982 



7 


17 


. 22 


60 


* 55 
i 


100 


5 


2 


1 


24 


28 


43 


5 , 


f 8 


3 


42 


- 39 


.48 



26 



TOTALS 
1980 1981 1982 



126 122 19B 



Special Ed. Exempt '.In Reading, 
Met Math Competency 

Special Ed. Exempt in Math, 
Met Reading' Competency 

*. * ' 
Special Ed. Exempt, Did Not Meet 
Math or Reading ^Competency 

Total Number of Graduates using 
Special Ed. Exemption 



✓ 0 



9 5 
9 8 



0 0 
0 ^0 
2 0 



10 



2 2 0 

11 3 

17^ 13 11 

20 16 *14 



10 1 
7 * 10 12 
9 10 15 



0 ^ 0 



7 10 
7 10 



13 



14 



0 
o 



7 '13 

7 14> 



0 10 

0, 0 0 

3 8 * 12 

! 

3 9 12 



0 



4 7 11 

5 7 12 



11 11 18 



11 11 18 



20 



3 10 
4 1 V„ 9 
7* 77 'U5 



85 81 13ft 



Total Number of Graduates using 
Exemption or Letter 

Number of Graduates 

Percent 5 of Graduates wljAj Letter 

Percent] of Graduates ustLng 
Exemption 

Percent Of Graduates us 
Exempt i0n or Letter 




2.2 5,8 7.5 



5 6 14 

397 384 345 

0.8 1.6 1.2 

0.5 0.0 2.9 



1.3 1.6 4.1 



32 19 31 

594 526 512 

2.0 0.6 3.3 

3.4 3.0 2.7 

5.4 3.6 ,6.1 



30 25 30 

345 323 294 

6.1 4.6 5.1 

2.6 3.1 5.1 

tf.7 7.7 10.2 



16 24 35 

155 267 315 

6.5 6.4 7.9 

3.9 "2.6 ' 3^2 

10\3 9.0 ll.lj 



2^ 21 43 

382 341 347 

3.7 4.1 8.4 

3.7 2.1 4.0 

7.3 6.2 12.i4 



22 22 > 31 

332 390 319 

5.7 3.3 6.0 

0.9 2.3* 3.8 

, 6.6 5.6 9.7 



31 20 4*6 

333 311. 329 

7.8 4.2 10.3 

1.5 2.3\ 3.6 



9.3 6.4 f 



14.0 



0' 0 6 

D 1 17 

^ 0.0 29.4 

0 0.0 5.9 

0 0.0 35.3. 



11 11 16; 
11 11 s 18 

0 0 0 
4 - 

1Q0.Q 100.0 100.0 
100.0 100.0 100.0 



25 32 46 

340 355 379 

5.0 7.6 6.9* 

^2.4 1.4 5.3 

7.3 9.Q 12.1 



211 203 

338/ 3307 

3.7 3.7 

2.5 2.4^ 

6.2 6.1 



325 
32X0 
6.0 



4.2 

K 

10.1 



T 



^Special schools include Clifton Center and Mary Lee. ' ? • * 

NOTE: - 1980 students who graduated using an exempt^o^for being enrolled prior to 75-76 6V for enrolling as a senior are included in the appropriate 
letter category for that y^ar, 1 



Figure 1. COMPETENCY STATUS OF GRADUATES, BY SCHOOL, 1980, 1981, AND 1982. 
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tvaivuorfUjon Question Vl~3. Hovo many 1981 graduates met compztzncy at tkzhd 
JUvqJU.: 8.5, 9.0, 9.5, and 9.9? 

Figure 3 provides estimates of 1982 graduates meeting competency at each 
of these four criterion levels • The number who would be required to sign 
letters Qf waiver is also estimated for eafch level, (Actual numbers are « 
unknown because students required to meet a higher compftency level would 
also be required to attend additional special sessions or take additional 
tutorial courses,) . 

The data used in Figure 3. are obtained from the SGR File* Because the SGR 
File does not include January graduates students at special campuses 
(e.g., Robbins, Kealing, and Clifton Center) and considers more retaihees^ 
plus other factors, the number of seniors in Figure 3 *is less than the 
number of reported X982 graduates. Attachment 11 contains the raw scores ' 
used to meet competency at each criterion level. 



READING MATH 





8,5 


9.0 
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Figure 3. 1982 SENIORS' COMPETENCY STATUS FOR CRITERIA OF 8.5, 9.0, 9,5, 
AND 9.9. 



EvaZujcution Question VI -4. -What havz g/iaduatQA u)ko tlgnzd ivalveA Iq££qaa 
donz tixiosL graduation? ^ 

In 1980, 31 AISD graduates signed letters of waiver in both reading and 
math. In 1982, phone numbers could be fourfd for only It of these. ORE 
personnel attempted to contact these 11,* as well as three others whose 
locations could only be guessed, for a total of 14 attempted contacts. 
Attachment 7 conta ! iris^the survey form used. Eight of these 14 were 

reached. The information they provided is shown in Figure 4. They said. 

. ■* /• 

/ ■ 

Better reading and math skills have been needed since 
graduation'. 

. AISD should have minimum competency requirements. 
. High school should have required more of them. 
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Overall, high school prepared them adequately for their 
present activities. 

• Three |iave been full-time students since gradtiatiorf. 

Five' have been working, looking for work, or living 
at home. ' ? 

• After two years, their average salary 
is £4.41 pet hour., 



On £he average,*; they have befen employed 
about 50% of the tzfiaeu 
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* Interview terminated. Progress report covered 13 motiths at time of termination, 
**Month gross » Reported hourly wage x 173. 3, 

j> ■ ~ 

Figure 4. SUMMARY OF DATA OBTAINED FROM SURVEYS OF 1980 GRADUATES WHO SIGNED 
WAIVER LETTERS IN BOTH MATH AND READING, 
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Evaluation Question PI -5. Hon) many 6tadzn& have, not yzt mzt compztzncy J 
^qiuAementa at zach giadz (S-JZl? 

/ + ... 

Figure 5 is a summary by ethnic group of the competency status of all 

AISD high school students ,who were enrolled during the spring semester 

of the 81-82 .school year according to the SGR File. To be included, a 

student had to be on the High School Competency • File with at least one 

valid test score as of June, 1982. {Jo- students with special educatio$ y 

exemptions or letters of waiver are excluded from this summary. 

Figure 6 summarizes the same information for grade 8. % 

Evaluation Question VI -6. ■ Havz tkz campoXzncy KzqiuJiwzntA had any 

electa on ttvdznt acJvizvzmznt IzvztA? • . * 

Figure 7 compares the percentage of students who scored in the lowest 
quart ile and the lowest decile on the STEP across the past five years. 
These lowest achieving students should be the ones most directly affected 
by the graduation competency requirements. Unfortunately, changes in 
enrollments, repetition rates, and testing rates all affect the percentage 
of low-achieving students. Consequently, the impact of the competency 
requirements may be niasked by other factors. 
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Figure 6. NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF GRADE 8 STUDENTS MEETING COMPETENCY, BY 
ETHNICITY. 
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Figure 5. NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS MEETING COMPETENCY, BY GRADE 
AND ETHNICITY. (Number of grade. 12 students indicated here is 
less than the number of 1982 graduate's,) 
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Figure 7. PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS SCORING IN THE LOWEST QUART I LE AND DECILE ON THE STEP, 1977-78 TO 1981-82. (1970 NORMS). 
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PvcdLucutioYU QueAtion Havz tkz 

compztzncy JizqiuJizmzntA had any z$£zct 
on tkz school IzavoA ia£z6? \ * 

i 

Again, many other factors influence 
'school leavers in addition to ^gradua- 
tion competency requirements. No real* 
conclusions capr be drawn from the liata 
presented in Figure 8. 



\ 





Toe* 




School . 




&1 Nuaber 


Uavtr 


^School .Year 


of 


Lwavfcrs 


Race* 


I 




1350 




73-74 




1398 


2,40 


74-75 




1526 % 


2.61 


^75-76 




1617 


2.74 x 


76W7 




1683 


2.87 


77-78 * 




1217 


2.03 


78-79 


/ 


1431 


2Af7 


79-80 \ 




1556 


2.72 


80-81 N 




1509 


2.77 


81-82 




1431 


2.66 



*Ptrcenc of October 1 Membership *■ 

Figure 8. TOTAL NUMBER OF SCHOOL LEAVERS 
AJJD PERCENTAGE OF' MEMBERSHIP 
WHO ARE LEAVERS. - 



Evaluation Question VZ-L 
acczptablz? 



Ajit tkz 4UCC&64 HOtZA .{fljl ^UtOAAMJi <L0UflAQJ>* 



Figure 9 summarizes the percentage of students who met competency re- 
quirements at the end o<£ a ^tutorial course durltig the last four: years. 
Attachment^? provides a more detailed ^summary by campus, /In comparing. 
1981—82 success rates wittu those from previous -years, several factors 
itfust b.e considered. 

• The lack 'of security of the CAT, expecially the Form B 
Reading Test, was such that the success rate for reading* 
tutorial courses is probably ovaries tfma ted prior to the 
fall of 1981. ♦ - * 



t, Beginning in 1981-82, tutorial tourses began enrolling 
students with a 9.0 criterion to achieve. Other stu- . , 
dents, those scheduled to graduate by 1982, were working ' - v 
toward an 8. 5« criterion. , x 

. Beginning in 1981-82, the ITBS was used to test students 
for competency. The unf amiliarity .of teachers and stu- 
dents with the ITBS, and the fact that the tutorial 
curriculum had been originally directed toward the CAT 
objectives, resulted in some frustrsftipn on the part of 
teachers and possibly students. 

Inspection of the numbers reported previously in Figure 3, reveals that 
if the success rate of the tutorial courses remains/ the same, the number 
of students not meeting the higher 9.0 criterion in 1983 will probably 
be 3 times higher than the -number who did not meet the 8.5 criterion in 
1982. — 
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^Students who cook a spring 'tutorial 
* even though they had met competency 
in the fall are included here. See 
v page 215 for details. 

**Sea Figure 10. These percentages 
would be 53. 9Z for math and 21.21 
for reading if the students who met 
competency on the TABS or 'STEP in 
the spring and did not take the 
ITBS in their tutorial were included 
and assumed to be in the "met" cate- 
gory, y 

Figure 9. THE* PERCENTAGE OF TUTORIAL 

STUDENTS MEETING COMPETENCY, 
- 1978-79 TO 1981-82. 
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Figure 10. 



NUMBER OF TUTORIAL 
"STUDENTS WHO MfiT 
COMPETENCY ON THE 
1982 STEP QR TABS,' 
THEN. DID NOT. TAKE 
THE ITBS IN THEIR 
TUTORIAL CLASS. 



The 1 success rates for tutorial courses for each semester are important; 
however, not % all students can be^ realistically expected to- make p!p their 
skills deficit in one semester and will require more than one tutorial * 
course: There'fpre, an estimate of the .ultimate success' rate for the 
tutorials is the percentage of students who 'have. taken a tutorial (or 
several) who eventually have to sign a waiver letter. Figure 11 provides 
data related to this. This figure shows that 9% of the 1982 seniors 
took at least one ^tutorial course before meeting competency in math, and 
9%. in reading. At the end of ttieir senior year 82% of these tutorial 
takers had met competency in math, ai\d 71% in reading, (See Figure 12). 

EvaZucuUon QtmtLon £2-2. W/ioti weAe tkt chaAartoAUticA ofrtht l^S2 
.gAjCLduatQA who Algntd w&LvoA IoMqaa? 

Figure 11 summarizes those characteristics which are available on / 
computer fi^es. Special education students who were exempted because 
they could not be tested validly>*are also described. 
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Figure 11. CHARACTERISTICS OF STUDENTS SIGNING BETTERS OF WAIVER Oft USING SPECIAL 
EDUCATION EXEMPTIONS, 1981-82 SENIORS . (These data do not include 
graduates from special schools.) 
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Figure 12. PERCENTAGE OF 1982 SENIORS WHO MET COMPETENCY AFTER TAKING 
AT LEAST ONE TUTORIAL COURSE. 
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EvoLuo&loyi QuQA£a{nQ2-3. What changed, aji tkz m&aAUAwznt, Kaponting^ 

ana K&coAd-kzzpingTyAtm wqaz madz in 1981^2? 

. \ • ■ * 

1. The California Achievement Tests (CAT) was replaced^ 
by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS)' for-all. 
special and tutorial testing.' The official decision 
to change was made during the summer of 1981, and 
many administrators and teachexs were caught by 
surprise when the TTBS was administered ^in the fall, 

, 2. The Competency File was programmed tp be accessible 

on the CRT's at each high school campus. This provided 
the capability to each counselor and registrar to /view 
the current competency testing and stitus record gof * 
each .student and to send a message "to ORE reporting 
any discrepancies. See Attachment '4 *fot documentation. 

3. The revised policy and procedures for including special 
education students in standardized testing were "implemented. 
Each* student's Admission, Review, and Dismissal CARD) 
Comnfittee now determines whether the sjtudent can be 
validly tested. Those who cannot -be are exempted. 
Details of the procedures and reporting forms are in- 
cluded in the Systemwide Technical Report. . ^ 

4. Differentiated Report A was revised to show which. 
students are currently enrolled in a tutorial course 
and which students have. been exempted from. competency 
testing 4 by their ARD Committees. This was a response 
to a request from counselors to have a list from which 
they could determine which students should be' tested 
in special sessions. ^ ■ * 

.5. *Some limited-English-proficient (XEP) students no linger 
are required to take a tutorial course. The Lan^age 

t Proficiency Assessment Committee (LPAC) may determine 
that a LEP student should not takea tutorial course if 
that student's English language proficiency is below the 
level required to benefit from the tutorial. A LEP stu- - # 
dent may submit a letter of waiver without having taken 
a tutorial if the LPAC recommends courses other than.a \ 
tutorial. ' See Attachment 5. . 



6» TABS scores from other school districts now may be used 
x - \> ■ to meet the competency requirements. The transfer stu- 

dent's official record must contain the total raw score 
to be valid. See Attachment 6. 
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Evc&ua£ioYi Question V2-4. What otiiQJi change <ul tkz mzaAuAwznt, AzpotitLnQ, 
and A.zcoA£L-kz&p<ing 4>y4>tQjn oaz needed? % , 

1. The dates for special sessions have b^en too lsrce for 

schools Yto schedule students based on the competency , v *~ 
test results. Attachment 7 contains the communicatidns „ . '" , 
made concerning this issue. The resolution was to allow ^ 
schools to request special session dates as* early as j 4 

they need them, • . ' 

*2. A decision is needed from the assistant superintendent 

for secondary education concerning the appropriateness \ y 

of seniprs who take an .early tutorial test and do not 

pass taking another test, at' the regular- time M to have * 

one^ last chance to -meet competency, 11 ORE denied such 

requests in the>spring of 1982; however, some of. the 
\ * s-eniors who attended a second tutorial session without ^ 

a prior re v quest were tested and 'others were turned 

away by the testcArs; 

3. A request has been made by.some counselors to have the 
Differentiated Report A show the number of courses 
completed in an area. This ^ill allow them to deter- 

/ mine which students have completed/passed the courses 
required prior to c taking a tutorial. This* will be done 
pending availability of the programmer's time.^ 
■ < . . ■ 

4. The Competency File access ible~ on each high school ? s 
u CRT f s ,is not being used- to find students 1 current 

status and to send .discrepancy messages. In a meeting / 
of the High School Data Control Committee on May 6, 1982,- s 
* the problem was discussed, and the ©following recommen- 
dations w^re made. > ^ , 

Recommunicate the availability of the file 
in the fall of 198.2. . / 
Call the counselors and registrators to- 
*■ gether for a meetiag to learn the procedures. 

5. The instructional coordinator for math communicated to ORE 
the dissatisfaction of some teachers with ORE testers 1 
attitude during testing. The teachers were reported to 

" t have said the testers were not friendly, wefe too business- , 
like, and did not tell^the students that they will do well 
on the test if they^trry,. ORE's response was tttat testers '. 1 

\ * should be friendly, business-like, but not comment on 
;.V students 1 chances t£jgj|et competency. The larger issue 

Sf vbehind this is wh^jUr^eai&ers should test their own stu- 

dents. Current ly^hey xd^not for test-security reasons. 

However, if the Diferict^ develops multiple forms of a com- '• 
petency test and negates'. ¥he advantage of teachers' knowing 
items, then teachers might test their own students. ' 
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.6, Providing, pres lugged answer sheets for competency 
testing^aves school$ and ORE much time. However, 
the Qurrenfc plan, printing an answer sheet in^the 
fall for ^ny Student who has not met competency - 
and. then Reprinting an answer sheet in the spring 
Just for tihoae who were -tested in the-tall . 
v ^nd did nop pa§s, results in too many wasted sheed^ 
and too matiyv hand-completed sheets, ORE staff 
needs to desigrt a way to produce preslugged answer 
sheets for Especial and tutorial sessions to reduce * 
the waste a&ct U&nd coding,/ 

■ i: V ' ? . ^ - 

,7. More forms fc>f ^ttee competency tests .and a closer match 
between tesi&y_ra curriculum are needed,. See questio 



r „ ___ See question 

D3-3 for o$B!8rii< 

Evaluation Question Q3~U On which JtoAtA and cut what tunzA did thz 1982 
giaduatte me&t tkz cqmp&tzncy A^quuAmzyvt6 ? 



Figure 13 shows how^fHI l981-**82 seniors first met competency. If a* 
student met competency in the same term more than once, the priority 
for placement _n Figure 13 is as follows: TABS, special session, STEt, 
V^tutorial testing. Then the numbers of students for fall and spring in 
ttie same category were ^ccmjbined into a number meeting competency during 
that grade. 



Condition of First 
Meeting Competency* 
Requirements 



1981-82 SENIORS 



READING 



Cumulative 

Z 



MATH 



h Cumulative 
% 



CAT, Grade 8. 
S.S., Grade 9 
STEP, Grade 9 
T.S., Gfade 9 



S.S. , Grade 10 
STEP, Grade 10 
T.S. , Grade 10 
S.S.', Grade 11 
STEP, Grade 11 
T.S., Grade 11 
S.S., Grade 12 
STEP, Grade 12 • 
T.S., Grade 12 
SiME OTHER TEST* 
NOT MET COMPETE NJjf 

TOTAL # OF SENIORS 



1383 
2 

436 
0 

138 
259 
4* 
180 
89 
130 
123 
53 
18 
6 

287 
3108 



44.5 
0.1 

14.0 
0.0 
4.4 
8.3 
0.1 
5.8 
2.9 
4.2 
4.0 
1.7 
0.6 
0.2 

100.0 



44.5 
44.6 
58.6 
58.6 
63. 
71. 
71. 
77. 
80.1 
84.3 
88.3 
90.0 
90.6 
90.8 
100. 0* 

100.0 



1385 
0 

250 
0 

295 
199 
11 
274 
71 
142 
W5 
25 
61 
14 
236 



3108 



44.6 
* O'.O 
8-iO 
0.0 
9.5 
6.4 
0.4 
8.8 
2.3 
• t.6 
4.7 
0.8 
2.0 
0.5 
7.6 

100.0 



44.6 
44.6 
52.6 
52.6 
62.1 
68.5 
68.9 
77. 



80 
84 
' 89 
90 
92 
92 
100 



100.0- 



S.S. - SPECIAL SESSION 



T.S. - TUTORIAL SESSION 



*0ther teat probably TABS; tipe of testing not indicated * 

Figure 13. H^W 1981^82 SENIORS FlriST MET MINIMUM COMPETENCY REQUIREMENTS. 
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Evaluation Question V3-2. sWfcat M<U tkd impact o'£ tko* witch to i^d ITBS? 

.Figure 9 and Attachment 2 provide the percentage*-o#-^students fl who have .met 
competency during $afch tentorial- and special session since fall, 1978. 
Figure 14 display|^^fe tutorial passing rates- at the different criterion 
levels. £n the absence' of any other explanation, «the^ drop in success 
rates for the tutorial courses appears to have been a result moar^of the 
change in teiVs (CAT ta ITBS) than in the' change* criteria (8.5 to 9.0), 
This decrease would have been expected for reading tutorials since the 
security of the CAT vocabulary items had not been maintained., A decrease 
for math tutorials may reflect a rldtiction in the match between the test 
used and the tutorial curriculum. ^ 

■ -• v. ' 



■ DATE 


198 

8.5 

. # TESTED 9 PASS Z PASS 


l/82 . 

9.0 

# TESTED i l PASS % PASS 


1980-81 
COMBINED 
(8.5 & 9.0) 

. r. pass j 


FALL 
SPRING 


194 63 32.(1 
144 32 22.2 


595 140 * £3.5 
663 . 203 30.6 


37.9 

52.1 



Figure 14., TUTORIAL PASSING RATES FOR READ INLAND MATH COMBINED, 8.5 AND 9.0. 



'Evaluation Question 03-3. Wkat option* ojkl available. 6otL : 6u£uAz compz* 
tzncy t2A&>? \& 

1.. The program could, be ' continued as it exists. - 

2. The TABS alone could be the competency measure. 

3. The annual standardized tests (ITBS, STEP)' could be the* 
only competency measures, given only once a year. 

4. An iteim^bank could be assembled to allow the generation 
of multiple^ "parallel forms of a competency test. 



43* 



21 



26 
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Recent court cases have defined What constitutes a defensible minimum 
competency requirement, v 

Valid objectives which describe those skills which are 
truly basic competencies. 

A valid measure of these objectives. 

Assurance that the skills are actually taught. 

. Early assessment and identification of those needing 
remediation. 

Remedial or tutorial assistance for^ those needing it. 

Multiple opportunities to pass the competency test. V 

Figute 15 compares the four pro gams /opt ions shown above on the six 
characteristics of a legally defensible competency- program. 







TYPE OF 


PROGRAM 






COMPETENCY 
PROGRAM 
CHARACTERISTICS 


Current 
Program 


TABS 
Only 


Standardized 
Tests 
Only 


Item 
Bank 


Comments 


Valid Objectives 


? 


+ 


? 


+ 


An item bank built around the 
TABS objectives uses objec- 
tives set through an elaborate 
statewide effort. Current pro- 
gram objectives were shaped by 
the CAT Skills rather than 
being set from the ground up. 


Valid Measure 


? 


+ 


? 

a 


+ 


All tests can probably be shown 
to be valid for the objectives/ 
skills measured • However, un- 
less the objectives are valid, . 
the test cannot be. 


Skills Actually Taught 








+ 


Standardized tests measure such 
a wide range of skills that as- 
suring that all are taught is 
problematic. 


Early Assessment 


+ 


+ 


' + 


+ 


All begin by grade 9 . 


Remedial /Tutorial 
Assistance 


+ 




+ 


+ 


♦All identify students prior to 
start of tutorials in grade 11. 


Multiple Opportunities 


+ 


? 


? 


+ 


TABS and standardized tests only 
allow testing just once per year. 



+ - Strength 



Unknown 



- - Weakness 



Figure 15. COMPARISONS OF STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES OF COMPETENCY PROGRAMS ON SIX CHARACTERISTICS OF 
A LEGALLY DEFENSIBLE PROGRAM. 
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Evaluation Question Q4-L How many 1982 gAaduatQA who 6-ignzd waLviA^ 
Izttva wqaz 6p<LoJjodL dducation 6tudmt6? 

Figure 16 shows how many special education students signed waiver letters 
because they were not exempt and did not meet competency in reading and/ 
or math. 



Signed leccer in mach only 
Signed leccer in reading only 
Signed leccers in boch 
Tocal number signing ac lease 
one leccer 

■ 

Figure 16. NUMBER OF SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS WHO WERE 
NOT EXEMPT AND SIGNED WAIVER LETTERS . 



NUMBER OF 


SPECIAL 


EDUCATION 


STUDENTS 


1981-82 


198^-81 


4 


4 


5 


5 


8 


7 


17 


16 



Evaluation Qu&Ation V4-2. How many bpzcijcUL zduca&ion Atud&ntA wvkl 
zxQjnpttd by tkoxA AKD zovmUXzoM &Aom competency testing? 0tf thoAc, 
how many izczivzd motiz than thAze. houte poA day otf 6po.CA.al education 

6QAV4.CZ? [ 

Figure 17 shows the number of graduates who used at least one special 
education exemption and received more than three hours per day of special 
education service. 



Number of hours 
per day of spe- 
cial education 
service 



Number of 
graduates using 
ac lease one 
exemption 



3 or less 
More Chan 3 



25 
109 



Tocal 134 

Figure 17. HOURS PER DAY OF SPECIAL EDUCATION 
SERVICE FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION GRAD- 
UATES USING AT LEAST ONE EXEMPTION. 
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InfaAmatLon QuoAtLon 17. What mil bz tkz 1981 TABS miyiunum dompoXdncy 
ZzvzJU? r 

Attachment 8 contains the frequency distributions for the scores of stu- 
dents who took both the TABS and the STEP in 1982. For the third year 
in succession, a TABS raw score of 37 was equated with the 9.0 graduation 
competency requirement on the; STlp. 



ADDITIONAL DATA AND DOCUMENTATION 

* Eighth. GnxiddM Hot Mzzting Compztway RzqvUAQwzvvtA , 1978 ThJwugh 1981 

Figure 18 shows the number and percentage of eigftth graders who did not 
meet the 8.5 and the 9.0 competency criteria from 1978 through 1982. 
For the last two years, the percentage of students who have met compe- 
tency on their first opportunity has increased. 







READING* 


MATH 


YEAR 


TEST 


# TESTED 


BELOW 8.5 
# Z 


BELOW 9.0 
# X 


# TESTED 


BELOW 8.5 
9 Z 


BELOW 9.0 
# X 


1978 


CAT 


4648 


2388 


51.4 


2622 


56.4 


4565 


2382 


52.2 


2756 


60.4 


1979 


CAT 


4594 


2402 


52.3 


2640 


58.1 


4594 


2300 


50.1 


2699 


58.1 


1980 


ITBS 


4035 


2191 


54.3 


2400 


59.5 


4035 


2050 


50.8 


2346 


58.1 


1981 


ITBS 


3810 


1847 


48.5 


2062 


*4.1 


3821 


1752 


45.9 


2034 


53.2 


1982 


ITBS 


3638 


1667 


45.8 


1878 


51.6 


3627 


1576 


43.5 


1866 


51.4 



Figure 18. 



NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF EIGHTH GRADERS TESTED WHO DID NOT MEET 
8.5 AND 9.0 COMPETENCY LEVELS IN 1978-1982. 



Comimicatioyu Repxting to Minimum Compatzncy Activities 

tains the communication^ sent during the 1981-82* school 



Attachment 7 con 
year relating to the minimum competency requirements. 
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DOCUMENTATION OF A PROBLEM: INCORRECT MATH COMPETENCY CRITERION FOR ITES 
FORM 8 

The ITBS Form 8 was administered as the competency test in the fall of 
.1981. The raw score criteria set for each competency level in reading 
and math were incorrectly assumed/determined to be the same as for 
Form 7. Figure 19 shows tKe raw score which most closely matches the 
8.5 and 9.0 criteria. (Note that the 8.5 criterion is actually an 8.6 
criterion since the sixth month of eighth grade was originally used as 
the criterion date for "average performance in the middle of grade 8.") 







ftaw Scora Criterion for 


TtIC 


Form 


8.5 


9.0 


Reading 


7 


57 


61 




8 


57 


62 


Math 


7 


61 


67 




8 


51 


58 



Figure 19. RAW SCORE CRITERIA WHICH BEST FIT 
8.5 AND 9.0 STANDARDS 



Obviously the use of Form 7 criteria in math fo:r Form 8 tests resulted 
in fewer students meeting competency standards In math than* was appro- 
priate. The test results for all students from the fall of 1981 when 
Form 8 was used were recalculated to determine correctly competency 
status in math. Reading competency was not recalculated since the ap- 
parent discrepancy was only one raw score point and was in the favor of 
the students. Figure 20 summarizes the impact of the change in the math 
criterion. 



# of students who met math 
competency but were not 

originally credited 177 

# of students who met math 
competency on a subsequent 

test 75 

# of students who did not 
meet math competency on a 

subsequent test 102 

# of graduates who had signed 
a letter of waiver but who 

* should have been credited 

with math competency.,... 14 



Figure 20. IMPACT OF THE CHANGE IN MATH 
CRITERION FOR ITBS FORM 8. * 



Attachment 7 includes the communications sent regarding these changes — 
including a letter to graduates who had signed an unnecessary waiver 
letter. 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

FORMS SENT TO HIGH SCHOOLS FOR REPORTING 1982 GRADUATES ' COMPETENCY STATUS 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
(Page 1 of 4) 



k AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
f Office of Research and Evaluation 



May 24, 1982 



TO: High School Principals 

FROM: • Glynn Ligo^^ja^^^^^g^-^ 

SUBJECT: 1982 Graduatts with Special Education Exemptions or Letters of 
Waiver 

Please complete and return the attached forms as soon as your records 
for 1982 graduates are complete. Rick Battaile is available in our 
office to answer any questions you have (458-1227) . 

The three forms are: 

A. Graduates Who Used a Letter of Waiver 

B. Graduates Who Used a. -Special Education Exemption 

C. Total Number of 1982 Graduates 

GL:if 
Enclosure 

cc: Registrars r 1 

Building Test Coordinator for Min. Comp. ^ 

Maud Sims 

J. M. Richard . 



Approved: _ *¥/ L. /I— 

Director of Research and Evaluation \ 



Approved: ^ l/jA^^ Tfjtff- 



Acting Assistant 'Superintendent for Secondary 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
(Continued, page 2 of 4) 



AUSTIN QTDUEMDCrT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Offica of Raaaarch ud Evaluation 

*$« C1ADGAXZ3 WIO USED A LETT II. OF VAIVER 



A 



SCIOOL: 



PEXSOH^COMTLTTIlfG TlIS FORM: 



Tha following January and May, 1512 graduate* slgnad a lattar of valvar in Uau of oaatlng 
cha conpatancy raquletaanca In cha araa(s) chackad. 



Studant Nana 



Raiding Math 



Plana racum ehia list co: Rick Battalia,' Of fica of Rataafch and Evaluation, Sox 79 



IS- 



ERIC 



28 



33 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
(Continued, page 3 of 4} 



AUSTIH UCDEPEWDErr SCHOOL OISTUCT 
0«ic* of toi**rch *ad Evaluation 

13IZ G1UDCATES WIO USED A SPECIAL §feriO« EXEMPTION 



B 



SOPOLi 

FOLSOW COMPLETING THIS FORM: 



t 



Did this scudcuc 

EMipctd la ^ 



graduat* in «ich«r 
January or Mrr. 4982? 



gilding Math 



YES SO 




J 



.OTE: If any ^udanc," ^C ffl » ~ chis 



*ir «x«sfRti 

OC Rl9«ETCh 



ERJC 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
(Continued, page 4 of 4) 



\ 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT ' 
Office of Research and Evaluation 

J 

TOTAL NUMBER OF 1982 GRADUATES 



c 



SCHOOL: 



PERSON COMPLETING THIS FORM* 



The total' number of January and May, 1982 graduates for this school 
yaar is • ;* 




Please, return this form to: Rick Battaile, Office of Research and^valuation 
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ATTACHMENT 2 



COMPETENCY TEST RESULTS, 1978-1982— BY 1 SCHOOL 
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ATTACHMENT 2 
(Page 1 of 12) 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 



TIME OF 
TESTING 

1978- 79 fall 

winter 
spring 

1979- 80 fall 

winter 
spring 

1980- 81 faU 

spring 

1981- 82 fall 
. spring 



F 








TOTAL 








0 
R 
M 


MATH 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


B 


373 


345 


718 


51.9 


' 353 


439 


792 


44.6 


B 


662 


466 


1128 


58.7 


268 


393 - 


661 


40.5 


B 


408 


324 


732 


55.7 


276 


440 


716 


' 38.5 


B 


839 


532 


1171 


61.2 


' 457 


438 


895 


51.1 „ 


A 


418 


526 


944 


44.3 


260 


513 


773 


33.6 


B 


365, 


408 


; 773 


47.2 . 


249 


551 


800 


31.1 


A 


722 


845 


156Z 


46.1 


600 


967 


1567 


38.3 


B 


547 


861 


1408 


38.8 


419 


1063 


1482 


?8.3 


8 


566 


702 


1268 


t 44.6 


430 


939, 


1368 


31.4 


7 


455 


836- 


129J. 


f 35.2 


307 


1204 


" 15H< 


20.3 





F 








SPECIAL SESSION 










0 


MATH * 


. READING 


TIME OF 


R 


MET 


NOT MET 














TESTING 


M 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


1978-79 fall 


3 


254 


2fb * 


484 


52.5 


275 


320 


595 


46.2 


* winter 


B 


■ 526 


390 


916 


57.4 


195 


315 


510 


38.2 


spring 


3 


267 


270 


537 


49.7 


195 


369. 


564 


34.6 


1979-30 fall 


3 


616 


431 


' 1047 


58.8 


358 


366 


724 


49,4 


wiacer 


A 


315 


, 414 


729 


43.2 


232 


405 


637 


36.4 


^ spring 


B 


224 


\ 344 


568 


39.4 


" 161 


439 . 


600 


26.8 


1980-81 fall 


A 


581 


746 


1327 


43.8 


447 


584 


1031 


43.4 


spring 


3 


342 


757 


1099 


31.1 


174 


775 


949 


18.3 


1981-82 fall 




312 


508 


820 


38.0 


S 244 


471 


715 


■ 34.1 


spring 




266- 


660 


926 


28.7/ 


193 


756 


949 


20.3 





F 








TUTORIAL 








/ 


0 


MATH ■ 


READING 


TIME -OF 


R 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 












TESTING 


M 


Z MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z fcfljj 


1978-79 fall 


3 


119 


115 


234 


50*. 9 


78 


119 * 


197. 


39.6 „ 


vincer 


B 


136 . 


76 


212 


64.2 


75 


78 


151 


48.3 


spring' 


B 




54 


195 


72.3 


81 


. 71 


152 


53.3 


1979-80 fall 


B 


223 


io; 


324 


68.8 


99 


72 


171 


57.9 


winter 


A 


103 


112 


' 215 


47.9 


28 


108 


136 


20.6 


spring' 


3 


141 


64 


20* 


68.8- 


88 


112 


200 


44.0 


1980-81 fall 


A 


141 


n 


240 


58.8 


153 


383 


536 


28.5 


spring 


B 


178 


93 


271 


65.7 


225 


278 


503 


44.7 


1981-82 fall 


3 


137 


162 


299 


45.8 


73 


434 


507 


' 14.4 '' 


spring 


7 


168 


167 


335 


50.1 


93 


434 


527 


17.6 



TIME OF 
TESTING 

1980- 81 fall 

spring 

1981- 82 *all 

spving 



SENIOR TRANSFERS 





MATH 




1 


READING 




MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


# 27 


11 


38 


71.1 


20 


10 


30 


66.7 


117 


32 


149 


78.5 


ll3 


34 


14? 


76.9 


21 


9 


30' 


76.0 


21 


14 


35 


60.0 



32 



37 



ATTACHMENT 2 

81.76 \ * (Continued, page 2 of 12) 



ANDERSON HIGH 



TIME OF 
TESTING 

1978- 79 fall 

winter 
spring 

1979- 80 fall 

winter 
spring 

1980- 81* fall 

spring 

19 81- 82* fall 

spring 



TOTAL 



l MATH 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X MET 


74 


39 


113 


65 


54 


» 

41 


95 


57 


130 


41 


171 ' 


76 


21 


34 


55 * 


38 ' 


56 


28 


84 


67 


24 


29 


. '53 


45 


126 


63 ' 


189 


67 


54 




83 


; 65 


40 


41 


81 


49 


34 


J 


55 


62 


10 


16 


26 


39 


20 




52 


39 


74 


99 


173 


43 


53 


83 


136 


i 39 


; so 


97 , 


147 


34 


38 


135 


173 


' 22 


33 


44 *( 


77 


43 ' 


21 




99 


21 


11 


63 N 


' 84 


25 


29 


& 


* 180 


16 





F 








SPECIAL 


SESSION 










0 


MATH 


READING 


TIME OF ' 


R 








f 










TESTING 


M 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X XEJ 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


*" Z MET 






















1978-79 fall 


B 


68 


33 


101 


67 


46 


36 


82 


56 


winter 


B 


c 122' > 


36 


158 


77 


19 


33 


52 


37 


3prlng 


- B 


~48 


26 


74 


35 


24 


27 


51 


47 


1979-80 call 


a 


123 


60 


183 


7 - 67 


51 


29 - 


80 " 


64 


winter 


A 


. 36 


38 


- 74 


49 


32 


19 


51 


63 


spring 


B 


7 


12 


19 


37 • 


18 


28 


.46 


39 


1980-81 fall 


A 


60 


87 


147 


41 


35 


18 


53 


66 


spring 


B 


41 


87^ 


128 


32 


15 


85 


100 


15 


1981-82 fall 


8 


26' 


30 


56 


46 


13 


30 


43 > 


30 


spring 




16 


48 


64 


25 




W 123 


142 


13 



TIME 'OF 
TESTING 

1978- 79 fall 

winter 
spring 

1979- 80 .fall 

winter 
spring 

1980- 81 fall 

spring 

1981- 82 fall 

spring 



TUTORIAL 



MATH J 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X MET 


6 


-6 


12 


50 


8 


5 


13 


62 


8 


5 


13 


62 


2 


1 


3 


67 


8 


2 . 


10 


80 


0 


2 


2 


0 


3 


r 3* 


6 


50 


3 


0 . 


3 


100 


4 


3 


7 


57 


2 


2 


4 


50 


3 


4 


7 


• 43 


2 


4 


6 


33 


14 


-12 ' 


26 


54 


18 


65 


83 


22 


9 


10 


19 


47 


23 


JO 


73 


32 


7 


14 


21 


33 


8 


48 


56 


14 


5 


15 


20 


25 


10 


28 


38 

* * 


26 



■ERIC 



33 

38 



81,76 



ATTACHMENT 2 

(Continued, page 3 of 12) 



TIME OF v 
TESTING 

1978-79 fall 
winter 
spring 

1979^80 fall 
wintfcr 
spring 

1980-81 fall 
spring 

19-81-82 fall 
^pr^Lng 



TIME OF 
TESTING 

1978- 79 fall 

winter 
spring 

1979- 80^ fall 

winter 

1980- 81 ijll 

spring 

1981- 82 fall 

Spring 



0 
R 
M 



AUSTIN HIGH 
TOTAL 



> MATH 




REXi 


DING 




MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


XMET 


MET 


NOT MET 


* TOTAL 


% MET 


/ 30 




50 % 


a 60 * 


36 


23 . 


59 


61 


fz 


9' 


43 


' 60 


42 


6 


48 


38 




5 


17 


71 . 


23 


43 


66 


35 


I 131 


69 


200 


66- 


106' 


50 . 


156 


is ' 




102 


212 


52 


, 81 


124 


205 


40 






17 




9 


8 


17 


53 


84 


177 


261 


32 


* 77 


191 


268 


29 


« 43 


84 


127 


34 


59 


90 


149 


40 


46 


72 


118 


39 


27 


89 • 


116 


23 


43 


89 


132* 


33 


20 


103 


123 


16 


. c 

SPECIAL SESSION 


MATH- 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


. TOTAL 


Z MET < 


' MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X MET 


23 


1 16 


39 


r 

59 • ' 


29 


13 


42 


69 


22 


• 13 


35 


63 


12 


4 


16 


• 75" 


1 


0 


, 1 


100 * 


19 


42 


61 


31 


35 


58 


143 


?% 


30 


. 45 


125 


64 


93 


85 


178 


52 


81 


113 


194 


42 










— 2 


1 


3 


67 


77 


168 


245 


31 


61 


125 


186 


33 


28 


75 


103 


27 


16 


75 


91 


18 


29 


54 


83 


35 


20 


42 


62 


33 


26 


62 £ 


i 88 


30 


16 


49 


65 


* 25 



TIME OF 
TESTING 

1978- 79 fall 

winter 
spring 

1979- 90 fall 

winter 
spring 

1980- 81 fall 

spring 

1981- 82 fall 

spring 



TUTORIAL 



MATH*' 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


% MET 


. MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


7 


4 


11 


' 64 


• '7 


10 


17 


41 


4 


4 


3 


50 


30 


2 


32 


94 


11 


5 


16 


69 


v 4 


1 ' 


5 


' . 80 


46 


11 


57 


81 


26 


5 


31 


84 


17 




-34 


50 


0 


11 


11 


0 


• 12 4 




17 


71 


7 


7 


14 


> 50 


\ 7 


* i 


' 16 


44 


16 


66 , 


82 


20 


15 


9 


24 


63 


43 


15 ' 


✓ 58 


74 


17. * 


18- 


35 


49 


7 


*47 


54 


13 


17 


27 


44 


39 


4 


54 


58 


f 7 


* 

















34 



39 



81.76 



ATTACHMENT 2 

(Continued, page! 4 of 12) 



TIME OF 
TESTING 

1978- 79 fall 

wintar 
spring 

1979- 80 fall 

winter 
spring 

1980- 81 fall 
* spring 

1981- 82 fall 

spring 



TIME OF 
TZSTI^G^ 

1978-79 fall 
winter 
spring 

197V80 fall 
winter 
spring 

1980-81 fall 
• spring 

198^-82 fall 
spring 



CROCKETT HIGH 

) 

TOTAL 



MATH 


. READING 




MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


' *ET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z. MET 


24 

% 

108 

38 

57 
133 

84 . 

75 

51 


18 
28 
42 
39 
39 
40 
85 

148 
80 

102 


« 42 
123 
113 
147 
77 
97 
218 
232 
155 
153 


57 
77 
63 

73 . 

49 

59 

61 

36 

48 

33 


28 
19 
21 
58 
6 

18 . 
124 
67 
49 
" 54 


18 
13 

ir 

15 
10 
20 
78 

131 
92 

156 


46 
32 
32 
73 

& 

202 
198 
141 
210 


61 
59 
66 
79 
38 
47' 
61 
34 
35 
26 






SPECIAL SESSION 


• 






j • ■ » - MATH 


READING 




1 MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


% MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


% MET * 


i • 

6 

74 
53 
93 
23 
40 
119 
66 
51 
41 


5 
20 
40 
30 
29 
32 
80. 
143 
'63' 
* 83 


11 

94 

93 
123 

52 

72 
199 
209 ' 
114 
124 


55 
79 
57 
76 
44 
• 56 
60 
31 
43 
33 


22 
13 
11 
39 
*2 
15 
106 
33 
48 
40 


> 12 
10 
10 
14 
5 
17 
75 
126 


3,4 
23 
21 
53 
7 
32 
181 
159 
119 
> 153 


65 
57 
52 
*74 
29 
47 
59 
21 
40 
26 



TIME OF 
TESTING. 

^78-79 fall 
winter 
spring 

1979-80 fall 
' winter 
spring 

1930-81 fall 
spring 

'1981-82 fall 
spring 



TUTORIAL 



MET 



18. 

21 

18 

15 

15 

17 

14 

18 

24 

10 



MATH. 



NOT MET 



13 
8 
2 
9 

10 
8 
5 

» 5 

17 
19 



TOTAL 



31 
29 
20 
24. 
25 
25 
19 
23 
»41 
29 



Z MET 



58 
72 
90 
63 
60 
68 
74 
78 
59 
34 



READING 



MET 



6 
6 
10 
19 
4 
3 
18 
34 
1 
14 



NOT MET 



6 
3* 
1 
1 
5 
3 
3 
5 
21 
43 



TOTAL 



12 

9 . 
11 
20 

9 

6 
21 
39 
22 
57 



t MET 



50 
67 
91 
95 
44 
50 
86 
87 
5 
25 



9 

.ERIC 



35 



4o : 



81.76 



ATTACHMENT 2 

(Continued, page 5 of 12) 



LBJ HIGH 



TIME OF 
TESTING 

1978- 79 fall 

winter 
spring 

1979- 80 fall 

winter 
spring 

1980- 81 fall 

spring 

1981- 82 faU 

spring 



TOTAL 



0 
R 
M 




MA 


ra 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


? MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET ' 


5 


24 


31 


55 


44 


51 


52 


103 


50 


5 


39 


38 


77 


51 


22 


38 


60 


37 


5 


117 


121 


238 


49 


65 


120 


185 


35 


5 


92 


49 


141 


65 


36 


62 


98 


37 


A 


14 


U 


27 


62 


3 


16 


19 


16 


5 


25 


13 


38 


66 


19 


42 


61 


31 


A 


43 


53 


96 


45 


30 


80 


110 


27 


5 


43 


61 


104 


41 


37 


64 


101 


37 


8 


42 


65 


107 


39 


17 


82 


99 


17 


7 


50 


72 


122. 


41 


* 21 


92 

* 


113 

J 


19 





F 








SPECIAL 


SESSION 








TIME OF 


0 




MATH 


READING 1 ' 


R 


• MET 


NOt MET 














TESTING* 


M 


TOTAL 


* met\ 


MET 


tfOT MET 


TOTAL 


% MET ; 






















1978-79 fall 


3 


9 


7 


16 


56 


42 


37 


79 


53 


winter 


5 


15 


23 


• 38 


39 


16 


30 


46' 


35 


. spring 


3 


86 


108 


194 


44 


50 


98 


148 


34 


1979-30, fall 


3 


25' 


36 > 


61 


41 


33 


44 


77 


43 


win tar 


A 


1 


pi 


1 


100 , 


y 


0 


1 


100 


spring 


B 


















1980-81 fall 


A 


21 


33 


54 


39 


16 


20 


36 


44 


spring 


3 


22 


51 


73 


30 


12" 


38 


50 


24 


1981-82 .fall 


3 


16 


45 


61 


26 


10 


36 


46 


22 


spring 


7 


16 


52 


68 


24 


11 


38 


49 


22 





F 


TUTORIAL 


TIME OF 


0 


MA 


ra 




READING 




R 


MET 
















TESTING 


M 


f NOT MET 

i 


TOTAL 


X MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL. 


Z MET 


l$78-79 fali 


B 


15 


24 


39 


38 


9 


15 


24 


38 


winter 


B 


24 


15 


39 


62 


' 6 


8 


14 


43 


spring 


B 


31 


13 


44 


70 


15 


22 


37 


41 


1979-80 fall 


B 


67 


13 


80 


84 


3 


18 • 


21 


14 


winter 


A 


13 


13 


26 




2 


16 


18 


11 


spring 


B 


25 


13 


38 


66 


19 


42 


61 


31 


1980-81 fall 


A 


. 22 


20 


42 


52 


14 


60 


74 


19 


spring 


B 


21 


10 


31 


- 68 


25 


26 


51 


49 


1981-82 fall 


8 


?6 


20 


46r> 


57 


7 


46 


53 


13 


spring 


7 


34 


20' 


54 


63 


10 


J* 


64 


16 



41 

J 

36 ' - 

• ■ 



ATTACHMENT 2 

81*76 (Continued, l £age 6 of 12) . 




JOHNSTON HIGH 



* t 

0 

TIME OF R 
TESTING M 



TOTAL 



19^0- 



1978- 79 fall 

winter 
spring 

1979- 80 faU 
winter 
spring 

81 fall 
spring 

82 fall 
spring 



1978- 79 fall 

winter 
spring 

1979- 80 fall 

winter 
spring 

1980- 81 fall 

spring 

1981- 82 fall 

spring 



F 
0 

TIME OF R 
TESTING M 





MATH 




READING 


tl — 1 
MET 


NOT MET 

V u 


TOTAL 


X MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


' Z MET 


65 


97 


162 


40 


34 


108 


142 


24 


37 


64 


101 


37 


25 


104 


129 


19 


69 


72 


141 


49 


33 


70 


103 


32 


47 


87 


134 


35 


49 


90 


139 


35 


12 


66 


78 


15 *' 


. 15 


70 


85 


18 


65 


142 


207 i 


31 


60 


136 


196 


44 


56 


96 


152 


37 


50 


88 


138 : 


36 


69 


150 . 


219 


32 


63 


135 


198 


32" ' 


48 


102 


150 


32 


38 


118 


156 


24 


64 


139 


203 


32 


42 


176 


218 


19 ' 








SPECIAL 


SESSION 








MATH 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


\oTAL 


' Z MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


36 


69 


105 


34 


21 


75 


96 


22 


■11 


53 


64 


17 


15' 


75 


90 


17 


46 


56 


102 


45 


8 


52 


60 


13 


24 


62 


86 


28 


25 




102 


25 


3 . 


44 


47 


6 


10 


f 


60 


17 




128 


170 


25 


32 


136 


168 


19 


% 


89 


123 


28 


22 


28 


50 


44 


40 


134 


174 


23 


19 


118 


137 


14 


32 


71 


103 


31 


29 


' 44 


73 


40 


43 


106 


149 


29 


21 


104 


125 


17 



TIME OF 
TESTING 



* F 

0 
R 
M 



TUTORIAL 



1978- 79 fall 

winter 
spring 

1979- 80 fall 

winter 
spring 

1980- 81 fail 

spring 

1981- 82 fall 

spring 



MATH 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


% MET 


29 


28 


' 57 , 


51 


13 


33 


46 


28 


26 


' 11 


37 


70 


10 


29 


39 


26 


23 


16 


39 


59 


25 


18 


43 


58 


*3 


25 


48 


48 


24 


13 


37 


65 


9 


22 


31 


29 


5 


20 


25 


. 20 


23 


. 14 


37 


62 


28 


. 0 


28 


100 


22 


7 


29 


76 


28 


. 60 


88 


32 


29 


16 


45 ■ 


64 


44 


17 


61 


72 


16 


31 


47 


34 


9 


74 


83 


, 11 


21 


33 


54 


39 


21 


72 


93 


23 




81.76 



ATTACHMENT 2 

(Continued, page 7 of 12) 
% 



DEALING 
/ TOTAL 





0 


MATH 


REA 


DING * 


TIME QF 
TESTING 


R 

M 


MET 


HOT MKT 


TOTAL 


£ MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X met' 


1978-79 fall 


8 


9 


19 


28 ' 


32 


13 


17 


30 


43 


winter 


8 


12 


23 


35 


34 


11 


19 


30 


37 


spring 


8 


11 


15 


26 


42 


8 


23 


31 


26 


1979-80 fall 


5 


12 


22 


34 


" 35 


12 


20 


32 


38 


winter 


A 


6 


15 


21 


29 


1 


22 


23 


4 


spring 


5 


5 


15 


20 


25 


A 


21 


. 25 


16 


1980-81 rail 


A 


4 


19 


23 


17 


4 


20 


24 


17 


spring 


5 


6 


5 


11 


55 


6 


7 


13 


46 


1981-82 fall 


8 


4 


13 


17 


24 


" 5 


13 


18 


28 


spring 


7 


8 


14 . 


' 22 


36 


2 


16 , 


18 


11 




F 








SPECIAL 


SESSION 










0 


: MAXH 


READING ! 


TXME OF 
TESTING 


R 
M 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X MEX 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X MET 


1978-79 call 


B 


9 


19 


28 


32 


13 


17 


30 


43 


winter 


B 


11 


23 


34 


34 


11* 


19 


30 


37 


spring 


B 


11 " 


15 


, 26 


42 


8 


23 


31 


26 


1979-30 fall 


B 


12 


22 c 


34 


35 


12 


20 


32 


38 


winter 


A 


6 


15 


21 


29 


1 


22 


23 


4 


spring 


3 


6 


15 


20 


25 


4 


18 


22 


IS 


1980-81 tall 


A 


4 


19 


?3 


17 


4 


20 


24 


17 


spring 


3 


6 


5 


■ 11 


55 


. 6 


7 


13 


46 


1981-82 fall 


8 


4 r 


13 


17 


24 


5 


13 


18 


28 


spring 


7 


8 


14 ■ 


22 


36 


2 


16 


18 


11 












TUTORIAL 










0 


MATH 


READING 


TIME OF 
TESTING 


R 
M 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


% MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


' X MET 


1978-79 fall 


3 


















winter 


B 


1 


0 


1 


100 










spring 


B 


















1979-80 fall 


B 




ti 














winter 


A 


















spring 


B 










0 


3 


3 


0 


1980-81 fall 


A 




/ n m 














spring 


B 


















1981-82 fall 


8 


















spring 


J 
















t 



43 



0 

ERIC 



38 



ATTACHMENT 2 

81.76 (Continued, page 8 of 12) 



LANIER HIGH 





F 


TOTAL 


TIME OF 


0 




MATH 


READING 


a 


MET 


NOT MET 














TEStING 


M 


TOTAL 


X MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


1978-79 fall 


B 


30 


24 


54 


56 


19 > 


u ' 


■ 30 


63 


winter 


B 


32 


36 


68 


47 


7 


13 


20 


35 


spring 


B 


19 


5 


* 24 


79 


4 


5 


9 * 


44 


1979-80 faU 


B 


4 107 


70 


177 


60 


32 


32 


64 


50 


winter 


A 


15 


25 


40 


38 




16 


21 


24 


spring 


B 


13 


10 


23 


57 


. j< 


73 


112 


35 


1980-61 fall 


A 


72 


48 


120 


60 


54 


69 


123 


44 


spring 


B 


40 


41 


81 


49 


36 


83 


119 


30 


1981-82 fall 


8 


47 


37 


134 


35 


42 


84 


126 


33 


spring 


7 


49 


134 


183 * 


27 


30 


132 


162 


19 



SPECIAL SESSION 



TIME OF 


0 




MATH 


READING 




MET 


NOT MET 














TESTING 


M 


TOTAL 


% MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


•1978-$ fall 
■ \ / winter 


B 


13 


6 


19 


68 


13 


2 


i 

15 


87 


B 


19 


16 


35 


54 


4 


3 


; 1 


57 


spring 


B 


1 


1 


2 ' 


50 


3 


1 


4 


75 


1979-80 fall 


3 


31 


51 


132 


61 


28 


'25 


53 


53 


winter 


A 


















spring 


3 




3 


5 


40 


35 


67 


102 


34 


1980-81 call 


A 


50 


29 


79 


63 


44 


24 


68 


65 


spring 


B 


29 


33 


62 


47 


21 


39 


60 


35 " 


1981-82 fall 


8 


39 


65 « 


104 


38 


- 32 


47 


79 


41 


spring 


7 


23 


112 


140 


20 


26 


79 


105 


25 

y 




F 




TUTORIAL 








TIME OF 


0 




MATH 


V READING 


a 


MET 


NOT MET 














TESTING 


M 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


1978-79 fall 


B 


17 


18 


35 


49 


6 


9 


15 


40 


winter 


B 


13 


20 


33 


39 


3. 


10 


13 


23 


spring 


3 


18 


4 


22 


82 


1 


4 


5 


20 


1979-80 fall 


B 


26 


19 


45 


58 


4 


7 


11 


36 


winter 


A 


15 


25 


40 


38 


5 


16 


21 


24 


spring 
1980-81 fall 


3 


11 


7 


13 


61 


4 


6 


10 


40 


A 


22 


19 


41 


54 


10 


45 


55 


18 


spring 


3 


11 


8 


19 


58 


15 


44 


59 


25 


1981-82 fall 


8 


8 


22 


30 


27 


10 


37 


47 


21 


spring 


7 


21 


22 


43 


49 


4 


53 


57 


7 



< 



9 

•ERIC 



39 



.44 



\ . ATTACHMENT 2 

81. 76^ •' (Continued, page 9 of 12)> 




MCCALLUM HIGH 



> 





F 




U 


TIME OF 


R 


TESTING 


M 


197.8-79 rail 


B 


viator 


B 


spring 


a 
o 


fall 


5 


winter 


A 


spring 


\.D. 


19aQ-al tan 


A 


spring 


n 

o 


19 ol -o* tall 


Q 

0 


spring 


7 




*F 




0 


T1H& Ur 


3. 


' TESTING 


M 


19 70-79 Call 


3 


winter 


B 


spring 


3 


1979-80 rail 


3 


winter 


A 


spring 


3 


1980-31 fall 


A 


spring 


3 


1981-82 fall 


8 


spring 


7 




F 




0 


TIME OF 


R 


TESTING 


M 


1978-79 fall 


3 


winter 


3 


spring 


3 


197,9-80 fall 


3 


winter 


A 


spring 


3 


1980-31 fall 


A 


spring 


3 


1981-82 fall 


8 


spring 


7 



TOTAL 



i 

TUTORIAL 



. '\ MATH 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


2 MET 


35 


34 


6r9 


51 


48 


55 


103 


47 


. *> 


83 


169 


51 


34 


45* 


79 


43 


7 


6 


13 


54 




65 


102 


36 


74 


56 


130 


'57 




.54 


97 


44 


V 8Q 


. 97 


177 


45 




102 


' 154 


34 


• 47 


sa 


, 99 


41 




73 


99 


26 


52 


50. 


104 


50 


. 41 


57 


>■ 9$ 


42 


43^ 


61 


104 


41 


26 


89 


115 


23 


42 


41 


83 


51 


39 


65 


104 


38 


37 


60 


97 


38 


22 


78 


100 


22 








SPECIAL SESSION 








MATH 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X MET 


\ MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X MET ' 


32 




59 


54 


37 


41 


78 


4* 


81 




161 


50 


28 


35 


,63 


44 










31 


58 


'89 


35 


63 


44 


107 


59 


41 


46 


87 


47 


78 


91 


169 


- 46 


52 


92 


144 


36 


29 


, 49 


78 


37 


23 


63 


86 


27 


48 


42 


90 


53 


39 


49 


88 


44 


35 


53 


88 


40 


16. 


68 


84 


19 


37 


31 


68 


54 


30 


30 


64 


» 47 


22 

* 


46 


68 


32 


13 


48, 


61 


2; 



MATH 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


% MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


3 


7 


10 


30 


11 


14 


25 


44 


5 


3 


8 


63 


6 


10 


16 


38 


7 


6 


13 


54 


6 


7 


13 


46 


11 


12 


23 


48 


2 ' 


3 


10 


20 




6 


8 


25 


0 


10 


10 


0 


i 


9 


21 


57 


3 


10 


13 


23 




10 


14 


29 


2 


8 


10 


20 • 


8 


8 


16 


50 


10 


21 


31 


32 


5 


10 


15 


33 


9 


31 


40 


23 


15 


14 


• 29 


52 


9 


' 30 


39 


23 
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REAGAN HIGH 



TIME 01 
TESTING 

1978-79 fall 
} winter 
, sprint 
-1979-80 fell 
winter 
sprinj 

1980- 81 fall 

spring 

1981- 82 fall 

spring 



TOTAL 



MATH 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


'tfOTAL 


Z MET 


11 


" 13 * 


24 


46 


37 


' 80 


117 


32 


. 53 


34 


87' 


61 


36 


58 


. 94 


38 


, 21 


20 


41 


5i 


20 


25 


45 


44 


59 


29 


88 


67 


„ 37 


52 


89 


42 


, *o 


65 


105 - 


38 


29 


75 


104 


28 


52 




100 


52 


32 


84 


116 


28 


65 


42 


107 


61 


46 


59 


105 


44 


37 * 


62 


99 


37 " 


25 


107 


132 


19 i 


43 


82 * 


125 


34 


24 


103 


127 


19 


41 


83 


124 


33 


20 


103 


123 


16 



SPECIAL SESSION. 





0 


MATH 


READING 


TIME OF 
TESTING 


R 
M 


"met 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


*Z MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


1978-79 fall 


B 


( 3 


5 


-V* 

8 


38 


32 


70 


102 


31 


winter 


3 


42^ 


31 , 


73 


58 


31 


50 


81 


38 


spring 


B 


15 


ir 


33 


45 


12 


17, 


29 * 


41 


1979-60 fall 


B 


49 


28 


77 


64 


32 


47 


79 


41 


winter 


A 


29 


59 


88 


33 


28 


66 


.94 


30 


spring 


B 


39 


47 


86 


45 


21 


* 73 


• ~94 


22 


1980-81 fall 


A 


47 


32 


79 


60 


42 


55 


97 


43 


spring 


B 


25 


59 


84 . 


30 


9 


•76 ' 


■ 85 


11 


1981-82 fall 


8 


29 


69 


98 


30 


24 , 


80 


104 


23 


spring 


7 


33 


72 


105 


31 


16 


83 4 


99 


16 



TIME OF 
TESTING 

1978- 79 fall 

winter 
spring 

1979- 80 fall 

winter 
spring 

1980- 81 fall 

spring 

1981- 82 fall 

spring 



TUTORIAL 



MATH 




READING 




MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


. 8 


8 


16 


. 50 


5 


10 


15 


33 


11 


3 


14 


79 


5 


8 


13 


39 


6 


2 


8 


75 


8 


8 


16 


50 


10 


1 


4 11 - 


* 91 


5 


5 ■ 


10 


50 


11 


6 


17 


65 


1* 


9 


10 


10 


13 


1 


14 


93 


11 


11 


22 


50 


18 


10 


28 


64 


4 


4 


8 


50 


12 


3 


15 


80 


16 


31 


47 


34 


14 


13 


27 


52 


0 


23 


23 


> 0 


8 


11 


19 


.42 


" 4 


20 


24 


17 



V 



/ 
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(Continued, page 11 of 12) 



(. 



ROBBINS 

\ 

TOTAL 



TIME or 
TESTING 


0 
R 


MATH 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


: MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL' 


2 MET 


lj/o— /9 14X1 


• 

5 


















winter 


B 


















spring 


B 


















1979-80 ra.il 


B 


















winter 


A 


















spring 


• 

0 


3 


, 9 


12" 


25 










1950-81 fall 


A 


5 


21 


; 26 


19 


6 


9 


lis 


•40 * 


spring 


B 


5 


11 


16 


31 


3 


6 


9 


33 


19 0I-0Z rail 


Q 
O 


6 


12 


. 18 


33 


1 


1 6 ' 


7 


, 14 


spring 


; 7 


1 


6 


7 




1 


2 


3 


1 33 




F 








SPECIAL 


SESSION 










0 


MATH 


READING 


TIME or 
TESTING 


R 
M 


'. 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 


1978-^Tfall 


a 




1 ■ 




4 










winter 


a 
















\ 


spring 


B 






S 












1979-80 fall 


B 
















vincar 


A 


















spring 


3 


3 


9 


12 


25 










1980-81 fall 


A 


.5 


20 


25 


20 


6 


9 


15 


40 


spring 


B 


















1981-32' fall 


8 


6 


8 


14 


43 


1 


6 


7 


14 


spring 


7 


0 


6 


6 


0 


1 


2 


3 


33 



TIME 0? 
TESTING 

1978- 79 fall 

trine ar 
spring 

1979- 80 fall 

win car 
spring 

1980- 81 fall 

spring 

1981- 82 fall 

spring 



TUTORIAL 



MATH 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


Z MET 












































4 






















0 


1 


1 


0 










5 


11 


16 


31 


3 


6 - 


^ 9 


33 


0 


4 


4 


0 


— t 




k — 




1 


0 


1 


100 











9 
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^ ATTACHMENT 2 

81.76 ^ (Continued* page 12 of 12) 



TRAVIS HIGH 



TIME OF 
_ TESTING 

1978- 79 fall 

winter 
spring 

1979- 80 fall 

winter 
spring 

1980- 81 fall 
* . spring 

1981- 82 fall 

spring 



TIME OF 
TESTING 

1978- 79 fall 
% winter 

spring 

1979- 80 fall 

winter 
spring 

1980- 31 fall 

spring 

1981- 82 fall 

spring 



TOTAL 



MATH 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X MET 


■ MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X MET 


71 


50 


121 


* 59 


33 


34 


67 


49 


152 


102 


254 


60 


51 


63 


114 


45 


25 


10 


35 


% 71 


41 


49 


90 


46 


,83 


48 


' 131 


63 


30 


34. 


, 64 


* • 47 


* 63 


63 


126 


50 ' 


34 


57 


91 


37 


82 / 


> 52 


134 


61 


22 


62 


84 


26 


134 


153 


287 


47 


115 


233 


348 


33 


100 


130 


230 


*3 


39 


206 


245 


16 


63 


72 


135 


•' 47 


54 


175 


229 


24 


* 69 


65 


134 


51 


45 


181 


226 


20 


/ SPECIAL SESSION 


' MATH 


READING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X MET 


— t-^r 

55 - 


43 


98 


56 


20 


17 


37 


54 


% 129 


95 


224 


59 


46 


56 


102. 


. *5 


6 


6 


12 


50 


29 


' 41 


70 


41 


61 


40 


101 


60 


17 


19 


36 


47 


. 46 


53 


99 


46 


25 


38 


63 


40- 


57 


49 


106 


54 


11 


36 


47 


23 


116 


147 


263 


44 


72 


161 


233 


31 




117 


167 


28 


27 


143 . 


170 • 


16 


44 


. 58 


102 


43 


32 


* 68 


100 


33 


33 


59 


92 


36 


28' 


101 


129 


22 



V". 



TIME OF 
TESTING 



1978- 79 fall B 

winter 3 

spring B 

1979- 80 fall i 

winter A 

spring B 

1980- 81 fall A 

spring . B 

19$l-82 fall 3 

spring 7 



TUTORIAL 



MATH 


HEADING 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


X MET 


MET 


NOT MET 


TOTAL 


' X MET 


16 


7 


23 


70 


13 


17 


30 


43 


23 


7 


30 


77 


5 


7 


12 


42 


19 


' 1 4 


23 


83 


12 


8 


20 


60 


22 


8 


30 


73 


13 


15 


28 


46 


17 


10 


27 


63 


9 


19 , 


28 


32 


25 


3 


* 28 


89 


11 . 


26. 


37 


30 


18 ' 


6 


24 


75 


43 


72 


115 


37 


50 


13- 


63 


79 


. 12 


63 


75 


16 


19 


14 


33 


58 


22 


107 


129 


17 


36 


6 


42 


86 


17 


' 80 


97 


18 
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FORMS FOR SURVEY OF 198Q GRADUATES WHO SIGNED WAIVER LETTERS 
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. , ATTACHMENT 3 

81.76 ' (Page 1 of 6) 




ADSTIH INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
O v ffice of Research and Evaluation 

°1981-82 

t 

FORMER' STUDENT INTERVIEW 



Directions ; to the ' tnt erviewcr 



1. Ac least three attempts will ba made co contact each former student, 
cha Initial call and two callbacks. * # . 

2. Placa cha call. Ask to speak' to tha former student. If the student 
Is not there, inquire when or how the student could -be reached*. Then 
follow up later. 

3. Note the disposition of each cal^ by using the following abbreviations, 

NA * No Answer 
BZ «■ Susy 

NR ■ No Respondent (The respondent is not home or is not at 
the number called.) 
R » Refused Interview 

T - Terminated Interview (The . respondent began the interview 
but. quit before it was completed. ) 
* C * Completed Interview . 

4. There will be no callbacks if the interview was refused (R) , terminated 
(T), or completed (C) . ^ 

5. Log the area code for all long distance calls. Also, fill out a long 
distance call slip for each long distance call*made. 

6. Read or paraphrase the introduction. , 

7. Read the items and mark down the student's responses on the response 
sheet. Reread items if requested. ' Follow the skip pattern. READ 
ALOUD EVERYTHING WHICH IS NOT ITALICIZED* 

8. Read or paraphrase the conclusion. 



50 
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ATTACHMENT 3 
(Continued, page 2 of 6) 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 

1981-32 ? 
f OHMER STUDENT INTERVIEW 

INTRODUCTION; Hello. My name is • , , I work » 

for Che Austin Independent School District and we're calling * 
former ATSD students to find out what they have been doing ■ 
since graduation. Tour name was. one of those selected at 
% Random from our list of 1980 graduates,. The information 

you give us, .will be used to isprove AISD's educational , 
program. Will you help us? Thank you. 

First, I am going to read some questions. Tou can ^answer 
each question with one of these five words: "Always," 
"Often," ''SomfttiatsV 1 "Rarely," or "Never." Please choose 
the word which h^st describes your answer, ■ . 

'Mark the students responses to tnis section on the Response 
Sheet, not delay* 

Since you graduated. •• 

1. Hov pi ten have you needed to read better? (Bead alternatives) ' 
Always Often Sometimes Rarely Never 

2. Hov often have you needed to do mathematics better? 
CRead alt e rnatives) 

Always Often ■ Sometimes Rarely Never 

Nest, I am going to read some statements. Please tell^me 
whether you agree, disagree, ojKpartly agree and partly 
disagree with each statement. *V ' ^ 

3. More should have been required 'of ce in high school. 

If "AGREE," say: "Would you say you strongly agree or 
Just agree?" If "DISAGREE," say: f, Wculd you say you 
strongly disagree or just disagree?" 

Strongly Partly Agree, Strongly 

Agree Agree Partly Disagree Disagree Disagree 

4. Overall, high school adequately prepared ne' for ay present v 
activities. 

If "AGREE," say: "Would you. say you" strongly agree or just 
agree?" If "DISAGREE," say: "Would you say you strongly 
disagree or just disagree?". 

Strongly Partly Agree, Strongly 

Agree Agree , Partly Disagree Disagree , Disagree ' 
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81.76 v (Continued, page 3 of 6) 



St 



Pag* 2 

' tv 

* *. ■ . ~ 

5« High school should have a±ni3gun competency requirements. 

1/ "AGREE," say: ''Would you say you strongly agree or just 
agree?" If "DISAGREED say: "Would you say you strongly 
disagree or just disagree?" 

Strongly ^Partly Agree, Strongly 

Agree Agraa Partly Disagree Disagree Disagrea 

* ¥ 

Mark the student's responses to this section on the Monthly 
* Statue Record* . 

Say: Next, I am going to ask you what you hav* been doing 
✓ since 'graduation. In tha first month af tar, you • * 

»graduatad— Juna 1980— were you employed, a student, 
or other than employed or a student? 

• . • * If "EMPtfZED, " skip to Am 

If "SghmtT, ". skip to 3 m . 4 
If "CggER," skip to c; 

If the student was "EMPLOYED" and does not svecify, say: "Were >you em- 
ployed^n the military?" : 

■ *' I 

Xf "flO," skip to A.l. 
" If "YES," skip to A 9 2. 

1. v Then say: "Were you employed on a part- or a full-tine basis?" 

2. Then say: "Would you please tell me your estimate or your monthly ' 
gross Income? that's before taxes and deductions." * . 

4 * 

3. If the student refuses* say: ""Okay. Let.'s go on." C 
Skip to D m * ' 

4. If the student is unsure* say: "Would you say it was (read alternatives)?" 



t (1) under $100 ^ 

(2) $100 - $300 ' / 

(3) $300 - $500 \ ' 

(4) $500 - $700' \ " 

(5) $700 - $900 \ 

(6) Above $900 per month 

5. If the student can pick a salary category, say: "Can you estimate more 

" closely?" 

6, " If the 'student cannot, write the number of the salary category. 

Skip to D 9 

B. If the student was a "STUDENT," say: ''Was that on a- part- cr on a full-time 

basis?" 

V ■ . 

Skip to D. 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

81. 74 . ' ■ ■ (Continued, page 4 of 6) 



* E. 



-Page 3^ 

X/ Mt rtacfart «05 'OOn,* say: "Will you give * a short description 

of what was happening during that 
month, (nam* month)?" 

aclivJtS, L 'S l»7» 7 °f g0i ?? " ^""l.^Sht describe their 
«scivicxM as living at horn*' or 'looking for work.*" 

. 2- If th» student still does net respond, say: "Okay, tee's go on." 
Continue with D. 

t* • ' • . 

0, The next month, (read month), did your statue change or regain the same?' 

• 2. If "C3ASGE, n Say: "v«. you employed, a student, or other than 

employed or a student? 1 ' 

Skip A, ,3, or C and continue. ■ ' m H ' 

/ ' f 

S?22r ia8 a ° aCh ' ^ did Wftue chang. or 

2. 2/ "Camay,' »y. r . you employed, ..student, or ocher than 

employed or a student? 11 ' « 

2. If "SAm s n contimie/yith ?. . ' 
And the foUotffcng month, (read nonth)? 



2. 



If "CEAHGZ," say: 'Vere you employed, a student, or other than 
employed or a student?" 



Skip to A, 3, or c and continue. • > 

2. If »SA!4E,<> say: ^>i 0as did chat continue?" 

3. If the student is unsure, sou: »«» y . Ue . a jus£ ?ake £ . a 

* at a time and maybe you'll remember." 

Skip to y 

f 1 ^* a«t««« few Mto, 'Wit (name 

month) or was it (name other month)?" p 



4. 
S. 



#« student- gives an exact month and year, 3 ay: »l n (name month 

Sto^i^** tUdiC ?* d U W " e 7 ° U Student, orSthE 

, tnaa employed or a student?" 

5££p to A 9 B 9 ov C* 

G. Continue through all 22 jpenths. 

CONCLUSION: Thank you (name of student), rot taking .the time and effort to 
help us. We really appreciate it. Thanks again. » Goodbye." 
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ATTACHMENT 3 V f 
(Continued, page 5 of 6) 



tfSTXM EOEFEIDDIT SCHOOL OI5X3LZC7 
Of flea of Kasaarch and evaluation 

* im-92 



FORMER ^TUOLHT INTERVIEW - RESPONSE SHEET 



Call aacords 
Studamt tJuobar: 



Studanc Mama: 



Ut Callback: 
2nd Callback! 
3rd Callback: 



Data of Call* Tlaa Callad 

" 7 782 : a.au7p«a« 

/ V82 „J *«a./p .au 

/ /82 : a.a. /p .a. 



Uat 

Phona # 
Callad. 

I !- 



7irsc 



HI 



Dlapoai tlon Intanriavar ' : 
(Circla ona) Initials 
3Z !Gl 1 X G 
" Xa BZ SOI H T C 
' Kfc 3Z 20L & T C 



CoaManea: 




aaaponaaa eo I etas 1*5 : 



Alvay* 

-Always 

Strongly 
Agraa 

Strongly 
Agraa 

Stroo*l7 
Agraa 



Of tan 
Of can 

Agra a 

Agraa 

Axria 



SoancLaaa .« 

Soawcixaa 

?afrttly Agraa, 
Partly Diaagraa 

Partly Agraa, 
Partly Diaagraa' 

Partly Aaraa, 
Partly Diaagraa 



Saraly 
taraly 

Diaagraa 

Diaagraa 

Diaagraa 



yavar 

Savor 

Strongly 
Diaagraa 

Strongly 
Dijagraa 

Strongly 
Diaagraa 



TURK THIS SHEET OVER 
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BEST COPY flVftlUBLE 

.'a. 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DlSIHtCI 
Office of Rosoutclt cHtti Evaluation 
1901-02 



FOIttLR STUDENT INTERVIEW- HONHILY STATUS RECORD 



DlttfcCf IQNSi FOR EACH OF 1IC 22 MQN1HS SHOWN, CIRCLE TIE LEI ICR OR LE ITER S WHICH DESCRIOE THE S INDENT'S LIFE SlAlUS 
DURING 1HAT MONIM. 

IF HE SlUOf NT WAS EMPLOYED INCLUDING OElNG IN THE MILITARY ("M"), WHITE THE STUDENTS ESTIMAIEO MONTHLY 

GROSS INCOME (OEroRE TAXES AND DL DUCT IONS) IN THE SPACE AFTER* THE I. 

IF HIE SIUDCNF WAS 00 Ml EHPlOYED AND A SIUUENT, CIRCLE 110111 "E" AND "S" AND CIRCLE *ri OR "P H NEXT TO DOTH. 

IF TIC STUDENT WAS OlHF.R THAN EMPLOYED OR A STUDENT tV>, WRITE Tit SIUOENT'S SHORT DESCRIIMION OF WHAT WAS 
HAPPFNHM DURING TIKI MUNHI — rOH EXAMPLE, "LIVING Al HOME," | 

IF NECESSARY, USE THE "C0MMEH1S" SECTION AT THE HOT TOM TO EXPLAIN THE SIUOENT'S ANSWERS MURE TUILY. 



2 July 1900 



g Faaruary 1901 
EH F 

$ , P 

s r 

p' 

o 



3 August 1900 



-If) March 1981 

r h s r 

* F 

,s r 
p 

0 



A S*f»faMb«r 1900 
K H F , 

y p 

S F 

.P 

0 



<-|<| April 1981 
i h . r 

* $ P 

S - P 

p 

0 



g Octobar 1900 
e h . r 

$ p 

e r 
p 

o 



12 M*t 1901 

RHP 

$ P 

S P 
P 

0 . ■ 



Novombar 1900 
EH F 

$ P 

I F 
P 



13 



Jim* 1901 



CIRCLE i 
E 
M 
S 
F 
P 
0 



IF STUDENT WAS 
LHPLOYED 
MILITARY 
STUDENT 
FULL-TIME 
PART-TIME 
OTIER THAN "E" 
OR "S M 



Dacowbar 1900 



11 



14 jM, v 

R 

$ P 

S P 



Jun« 1 900 



R H 
I 

o 



g January 1901 

E H F 

P 

8 F 
P 

0 



15 a^ 3 * 



* H F 

* P 

S P 
P 



17 Oc lobar 1901 
I H F 

$ _ P 

S F 
P 

0 



10 



Novowbor I9SI 
RHP 

J P 

» F - 

P 



19 Dacawbar 1901 
E H F 

$ P 



20 January 1902 
E HP' 

I P 

8 P 
P 

0 



21 Tabruary 1982 



22 



ftardt 1902 



R H 
• L 

s 

b 



COM* NTS » 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 



HOT TO ACCESS THE MINIMUM COMPETENCY FILE 



meana press che "ENTER" key)! screen. ENTER (as used her«in, ENTER 

test records for newer rt^*»^T^r/S A 5 ' a ta ?° eei ble that 
than permanent Zlsl. temporary nwiers rather 

"HIGH SCHOOL MINIMUM COMPETENCY DATA COMMUNICATION <?Y<?tfm«« .-a u 

cion wUl appear. „tch C he cursor locac^^^sSo^ (cot^riel^ 0rM " 

buiciUy che same, if you Tfr„ < V y ° U " al, *° u 8 h both are 

is unknown, you £u,c "/MS^S 1^ che " C ° td of a scudent „hoa. school 
fo llows; ' INQUIRY. A description Of how co use each mode 

INQUIRY 

2 T^rJn rh » "cord at chat school onlv. 

Type in che scudenc's number. - - 

3. Type "X" in che "INQUIRY" posicion, chen ENTER. 

The cesc record for chat scudenc number will aoOM r rrt ~u 



BROWS E 
1. 



J^-'BR^?" * CU " en,: SCh ° 01 code in che "SCHOOL.. fleld> 

In BROWSE you are accessing a record filed under a unioue 
Student number vichin a gchool. Since school "000" doe^noc 
«iac you muse enCer a Oalid) school code. ° C 
lype in che scudenc* s number. 
3. Type "X" in che "BROWSE" posicion, chen ENTER. 

Revised NOVEMBER, 1981 
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ATTACHMENT 4 

81.76 (Continued, page 2 of 4) 



When you are finished viewing a record and wish Co view an, additional record, 
there are two capabilities available to you. 

a. To browse forward, to the record for the student having #ie 
next highest student number within the same school , merely 
press ENTER. " „__„ 

b. To look at the record of a particular student, use the, FWD 
function. Notice that "FWD" (forward) appears in the bottom 
left corner Of the screen, with the cursor under the letter 
"7." Press the "Tab Right" ((5]) **y 9 then type in the stu- 
dent number of the student whose record you wish. to see* If 
that student is in the same school as the student whose record 
is currently on the screen, merely press ENTER. If the stu- 
dents are not in the same school, type the school code for the 
student whose record you wish to see in the field following 
the student number.' (The line should look like this example: 
FWD 3939219 002. The two blanks shown are imperative.) t Press 

- ENTER. 

The record for the desired student or, if the student number 
is not found at that school, the record for the student having 
the next highest student number within that school will appear. 

TEST RECORD 

The test record for a student^ two areas. The heading provides the 

student name, school, grade, and competency information. Below this is a listing 
of test entries for that student, indicating each test taken on which competency 
could have been achieved and the scores on that test administration. 

An example and interpretation of each area is on page 4. 
' DISCREPANCIES . 

Report any discrepancies between the Minimum Competency Tile data and your 
school's records to,0RE by either of the following methods: 

a. Mail information describing the discrepancy and what the 

< f corrected data should be to Tom Roudebush at ORE, Box 79, 
) Carruth Administration Building. Use the "REPORT* A - 
Discrepancy Form" or write the information on. a sheet of 
paper. 

b. Use the "Message (MSG) " function available on the CRT. A 
description of how to use this function, available in both, 
the "INQUIRY" and "BROWSE" modes, follows: 

1. The "message" function is used to indi- 
cate a discrepancy in the test record 
that is currently on the screen , so call ■ 
up the test record containing the dis- <r 
crepancy using the procedures described 
earlier. 

2. Notice that "JWD" appears at the bottom 
left corner of the screen, with the cursor 
under the first letter. Replace the letters 
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"IWD" with "MSG" ("message"), .then press 
the ■'Tab Right" key ([H]) three times. 
3. The cursor should now be under the first 
letter of the phrase "TO CONTINUE BROWSE- 
PRESS ENTER" (if using "BROWSE") or the 
phrase "STUDENT FOUND-NOW IN BROWSE MODE" 
(if using "INQUIRY") . This is the first 
position of the 50-character ^'message 
field," Begin typing your message here, 
then press ENTER when you have finished 
c k* message. The phrase "MESSAGE HAS 
^ BEEN SENT" will appear. 

If the length of your message exceeds 50 
characters^ type in part of the message, 
press ENTER, then repeat Steps 2 and 3 
above, typing in the remaining portion*) 
of- the message. * 

VOTE: ORE will correct t&himum Competency File discrepancies periodically. If 
a aiscrepancy you reported has not been corrected within two weeks.' please call 
Honey Lanier or Rick Sattaile at 4S8-1227 €o check on the status of this discre- 
pancy. 4 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office pf Research *ud Evaluation 



January 4, 1982 



JO: Persons Addressed 

FROM: Glynn Ligoja-^ag— . 

SUBJECT: Policy and Procedures Manual— ^Unlnrum Competencies for High 

School Graduation, Revision Regarding LET Students and Tutorials 

Please, replace pages 3, 5,. and 16 in your manual with these revised 
pages* Ac the direction .of Lawrence Buford, a procedure for freeing 
certain LEP students from taking tutorial courses upon recommendation 
of their LPAC's has been established Jf-pSges 2 and 16). In addition, 
the criteria for the 9*0 competency level on the ITBS has been added 
(page 5). 

GLrif 

cc: Lawrence Buford 
Maud Sims 
Jerry Richard 



Approved 1 : 



Approved : . . r . .. . 

Acting Assistant Superintendent for Secondary 




Director of Research and Evaluation 




/ 
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Revised March, 1981 
Revised Decembelr, 198X 



Letter of Notification 

If a studeac dots noc demouscrace compecency afcer participating la a Spacial * 
Session, cha school may notify the student's parent or guardian that the stu- 
dent has not yet met competency and should be placed In a tutorial course. 
'■(English and Spanish copies of the approved letter of notification format are 
Included In Appendix A.) 

Letter of ffaiver 

* A student who is unable to meet competency after comnletkne one or more Reading 
Tutorials CRT) or Fundamentals of Hath Tutorials ffOHr) Say place on file a 
letter signed by the student's parent or guardian acknowledging that the student 
proposes to graduate without achieving competence in chat subject. (Appendix B 
contains copies of the approved lecter of waiver formac In English and Spanish.) 

The Language Proficiency Assessment Commiccee (LPACJ may decermine chac a 
limlced English proficient OEP) studenc should not cake a tucorial course if 
chac student's English language proficiency is he*bw the level required co 
benefic from the tutorial. A LE? scudenci may^submic a lecter of waiver wich- 
ouc having ca*en a cucorial if c^xe I^AC recommends courses ocher chan a cutorial. 

For scudencs under che age of 18, the lecter of waiver muse be signed by cheir * 
parenc or guardian. Studencs who are 13 or older may sign cheir own lecter of 
waiver. (If a scudanc decides co do chis, schools are co nocify che scudenc's 
parenc or guardian chac this Is occurring.) 



8.5 and 9-0 Criterion Lav, 

The Board policy chac the 9..0 grade level competence criterion become effective 
with che graduating class of 1983 was operationally defined* through adminis- 
trative decisions to be reflected in the following statements: 



1) 



2) 



The 8.5 level applies to any student who had 10 or more units 
of credit as of August 27, 1980, regardless of that student's 
date of graduation; and 

Any' student with fewer than 10 units of credit as of August 27, 
19.80, must meet the 9.0 level, regardless of that student's 
date of graduation. 



*This operational definition is based on the practical fact chat 21 units of 
credit are required for graduation from an AISD high school and that normally 
^a student with 10 or more units of credit at the beginning of the 1980-31 
school year can be exnected to be graduated before' the end of the soring 
semester o£ the 1982-83 school year; whereas, those having fewer than 10 units 
of credit at the beginning of the 1980-81 school year can normally* be expected 
to be- graduated at the. end of che spring semester of the 1982-33 school year 
or thereafter. 

* f 
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Revised December, 1981 



/ 



TUTORIAL TESTING 



Students Required Co Take' a Tutorial Course 

The tutorial course is required for students entering grade 11 who have 
completed four semesterswof reading/language arts or earned (passed) two 
units of credit (four aelesters) in math but have not met competency in 
the subject. 

Students who transfer Into AISD with four semesters of reading/language arts 
completed or with t£ units of credit (fou* seme>£ers) earned (passed) In. 
math are allowed one semester In which to demonstrate competency before they 
are required to take the tutorial course in the subject. 

The Language Proficiency Assessment Committee (LPAC) may determine that a 
limited English proficient (LEP) student should not take a tutorial course 
if that student's English language proficiency is below the level required 
to benefit from the tutorial." A LEP student may submit a letter of waiver 
without having taken a tutorial- if the LPAC recommends courses other than 
a. tutorial. 



Final Exam 

At the end of the semester, a representative from ORE will administer ji 
competency test to each math and reading tutorial/class at the time of the 
final exam* The ORE representative will give the" test coordinator the 
results the same day.* 

If a student does not demonstrate competency at this time, the student 
should be encouraged to repeat the tutorial course. The course may be 
repeated as long as progress is shown or until competency is met. 

If the student does not meet competency after at least one tutorial 
course in a subject, a letter of waiver may be signed. 

School Preparations 

The test coordinator should contact ORE at least a week before final exams 
with the following information: . . * 

» The number of tutorial classes to be tested 

• The name of the tutorial teachers 

• The number of students in each class 

• The testing date and time for each class 
. The test location (room number) of each class 

The test coordinator should give each tutorial teacher the presluggad answer 
sheets for the teacher's students. If a preslugged answer sheet is not 
available, the teacher should prepare one for the student « The student name, 
student number, grade, school code, and criterion level (8.5 or. 9. 0) should 
be filled in before the testing day. 

A registration form must be prepared for each student being tested (See Fig^tflR) « 

■ , , 16 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Off left of Research and Evaluation 

September 11, .1981 

TO : Parsons Addressed ' 

FROM; A Glynn Ligon and Kevin Mattar 

•SUBJECT: , Usa of TABS Scores from Other Districts » 
for AISD Compataney Requirements 

In rasponse to inquiries from a high school, we have drafted tha following 
addition to our competency tasting program. 

A TABS score from another school district may be used 
to meet AISD 'a graduation competency requirements. 
■ The transfer student's official record must contaii^L 
1 the total raw score to be valid. 

* ... " ■ 

^The administrative considerations relate^^o this change are: 

1. The TABS is given in the same manner ,^at the same time, and scored 
by Che same service regardless of district. 

2. If a student is not credited with meeting competency, tth*fr» student 
must be tested .in a special session. ' s J 

3. All districts will not send AISD. the individual TABS report with raw scores; 
thus, all students will not be able to verify their scores. 

4. We have never accepted scores made in another district, before because of 
* our lack of knowledge about their testing and scoring procedures. . For 

the TABS, these are more standardized. 

If you approve this change, please indicate below. We will notify the schools 
immediately if this change is approved. 



GL:XM:jc 



. <Ul 22l 

Director of Research and Evaluation J 
irector, Secondary School .Curriculum 

// 



approved 



approved 




approved : 



Acting Assistant Superintendent for Secondary 



approved: £?^^L^t^i*^^ /^^L^-JL 

• " Associate Superintendent^ for Instruction 



approved: / J ^±^± 



Superintendent of Schools 

/ ! 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and. Evaluation 



September 16, 1981 



TO: High School* Principals , Counselors, Registrars 



FROM: Glynn Ligon^ g-^ 



SUBJECT: Use of TABS Scores from OCher Discriccs 
for AISD Competency Requirements 



A TABS score from another district may be used Co meet AlSD's graduation 
competency requirements. The transfer pendent's official record must 
contain the total rav score to be valid. 

To have a transfer student's TABS score credited toward the competency 
requirements, send me a memo containing the following information. 

. Student Name ' 

• Student Number 

. Current Grade Level r 

. Reeding Total Raw Score 

• Math Total Raw Score 

. Grade When Che TABS Was Taken 

,If you have any questions, call us ac 458-1227. 
GL:ml 

Approved : < ^^/ > ^C T^ir^C*/^ ' 

Director of Research and EvaluacioVf 



Acting Ass is cane Superintendent for Secondary 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 

September 10, 1981 



TO: Lawrence Buford 

David Hill 
Maud Sims 
Jerry Richard , 
^ Elgin Schilhab 
Bertha Means 



FROM: 



Glynn Ligon, 



SUBJECT: Competency Testing — Fall Special Sessions 

Scheduling of this fall's special competency testing sessions is beginning. 
For everyone's benefit, we need to be clear about which students should be 
tested. In the past, schools have wanted to test as many students as 1 
possible to give them as many chances as possible to meet competency 
requirements. The result has been some very large testing sessions where 
tip to 912 of the students fail. * 

£age 12 of the Policy and Procedures Manual , Minimum Competencies for 
High School Graduation , states our carefully thought out guidelines for 
, this testing. * 



*ho yjy Act and • 
Seudancs My aecand a Spacial Saaaloa iit ^/^ 

1) chay hlva coc cat cha coaaaeaocy nqulraoanc la ch« lubjace araa; 

2) chay ara coc currinely to roll id in a eueorlal coursa In cbji fuajice 
araa; and 

3) vcan cha Special Saaalon li far. .. 

Xath Coapacancr 3aadlna, Cccc-acincy 

chay bava aarnad of «*a chay hava -coepiacid or txw la 

la cha aaaaaetr duMG? vhlch chay cha jaaaaear durini which chay 

will finiah lamlni two uniea of will cospliea four stuieara oc 

• cradle (four scsaacira) in aaeh. raadiag/languaca area. 

SOSS: Soviet thas tksrs is a iUtinsticn brsussn nsrrine 'paring) »t» 
of crs&Lt in vtrth snd soryjitzno mctmm'Cmvs of z+cdins/Zcjiqvag* srsa 
Tfi* rtcson far rkis cisTinazion is zhaz vt* T*jrazrsnvsls of Math 
(?CM) ooursss Uaoh -na tats skills ss zhm ftrndazsmtaU of Mesh 
Tutorial xuni; -Juries, tsa^ing/lang-joc* ^rra sourass da 

no? nscsMScrily stash ths sers skills cs ths ?*c=£ko Zusorial tZT) 
court a, 

P Seudancs qualifying for a special «ducaeicn uaspeian nay aecaud upon cha 
ndaclon o£ cha AID. 
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If chese guidelines are scill appropriate, I would like co send a noce 
wlch Che following points co each high school's competency testing 
coordinator. 

1. The guidelines as on page 12 should be followed. 

2. A major purpose of these guidelines is to ensure chac students 
have maximum time and instruction prior co each competency test 
co increase cheir probabilicy of meeting competency v This 
reduces che number of students who fail co meec competency in 
chese special sessions. Tescing students as ofcen as possible 
just co increase cheir chances of passing is a disservice co 
them when sufficient time and instruction have not occurred . ' 
since cheir lasc testing. 

3. ; Tench graders should noc be cesced chis semescer unless chey 

are eligible for a cucorial course in che spring. 

4. Students enrolled in Cucorial courses should noc be cesced in 
a special session. 

5. Excepcions do exist » and each school muse make che final decision 
about whom to test. 

GL:jc 



Approved: 

TMTreclcbr of Research and£tfva 



aluacioti 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 



September 18, 1981 

TO: David Hill 

FROM: Glynn Llgon^, - — 

SUBJECT: Results of This Fall's Sanior Transfer Testing 

We tested a total of 150 senior transfer students this fall. The table 
below summarizes the results. 







Math 






Reading , 








Not 








Not 






School 


Met 


Met 


Total 


Z Met 


Met 


Met 


.Total 


% Met 


Anderson 


14 




19 


73*7 


15 


4 


19 


78.9 


Austin 


10 




11 


90.9 


9 


1 


10 


90.0 


Crockett 


29 




36 


80.6 


29 


7 


36 


86.6 


LBJ 


4 




11 


* 36.4 


6 


5 


•11 


54.5 


Johnston 


5 




8 


62.5 


4. 


4 


8 


50.0 


Lanier 


14 




17 


82.4 


13 


4 


17 


76.5 


Mc Galium 


' 15 




18 


83.3 


10 


6 


16 


62.5 


Reagan 


10 


2 


12. 


83.3 


10 


2 


12 


83.3 


Travis 


16 


1 


17 


94.1 


17 


1 


18 


94.4 


Rob bins 






o 0 








0 




Keeling 






0 








0 




Total 


117 


32 


149 


78.5 


113 


34 


147 


76.9 



Notes: 150 students were tested; 

3 took math only; 1 took reading only. 

The newest and most^requent question this fall has been about senior 
transfers who are LE?. The schools question placing a non-English 
speaker in a reading tutorial. Some official response to this issue 
would be appreciated by the schools. 

/ 

GL:ml , . 4 



Approved; 



Director of Research and Evaluation 




cc: Lawrence Bufcrd 
#aud Sims 
3 . M. Richard 
Bertha Means 
Elgin Schilhab 
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TO:' Reading ancT^ach Tutorial Teachers 

FROM: Kevin Maccer &WJ 
SUBJECT: Guide lirtes for TucoPiaT Teachers 



At che requesc of several cucorial ceachers, we have 
developed chese guidelines co help you prepare your 
scudencs for che cucorial cescing. 

Please oall me ac 458-1227 if you have any quescions 
abouc any of chese guidelines.. 

KM: ml 

Attachment 



Approved: fTyLt. 




DireccOr of Research and Evaluacion 



Approved: /^ZcL^ ^/^f^ 

Acting Assistant Sjtipeficce'ndenc for Secondary 

I 

cc: High School Counselors 

High School Principal/ Assiscanc Principals/Deans 
Secondary Inscructional Coordinacors 
Maud Sims ' 
J. M. Richard 
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clarify procedures and unsure consistency 

of preparation throughout llio District, 



GUIDELINES FOR 1IIT0RIAL TEACHERS 

BEFORE THE TEST 



OPTIONAL 



DO MOT 



Study thin chart* ^ 

guuusuro students and cu^mlcutc a poyltlvo attitude 
town i J the tent, 

'Remind students that im> one U expected to answer 
nil tlie Items correctly. 

geae.irch has ahovn that leatwlsencss <a student's 
ability to utie the cliaracter 1st leu mi J forfeits of 
' tliu test to at lil is v« a higher srore), or llio lack 
of It, does affsrt etandnrdlzcd teat scorus. Help 
prepare your students for llio final exam by encuur- 
ap.tnu them tut 
1. Ikj thulr beat. 
* I. 1'ay clone at tuition to the illrectleua 

and follow then. » 
1. Auk queHtlonu about Jlrectlona they 

Jo not under ulan J. 
A. Mark answers properly, to keep lln'lr pi are 

on the answer sheet, and to i«ark uiily onu 

auswur to an uxerclue. 
5. tivass their Ural answer completely If 

they change their answer to an exercise, 
n, Uho the tnul time wisely: 

.Work aa quickly and carefully as possible. 
,11 they do not know tliu answer to an exfrrclsu, 
uklp It and u° oil to the next une. 
.if they finish be rote t latu Is op: 

.Co bark and try to answer llio exercises skipped. 

.Cltt-ek over their wnrk (In that tssl Mixtion imi|J£.) 

/. Cbousc their answer carefully: 

.hvaju to spot wrong choices and thuu clnmse 

from tin* otlMT IsltolCCH. 
.Avoid gnctishii; unless they can spot at leaut 
one wronu choice to the exbrchm. 
, Remind aLndeiits not to wake any feirks Lit thu tn.it booklets. 

, Remove in rover up any hjillotln b»ard« ur mbcr displays 
of luforM.it Ion thai wight aid students In refunding ro 

» luSt ItvMH. 

, Si-ck the advice of I ho ORK tetner If ipientluna or Ism. 



lllscuss with students positive 
aspects of test-taking* 

Get students accustomed .to working 
under t 1m constraints by tiding 
regular tcachnr-madc teats or 
seatwork. 

Kike regular teachur-wade tests lit 
n .multiple-choice forfeit. 

Use a separate answer sheet with 
rvgulur teacher-wads tests. 

work with students on helping 
then spot poor choices on rsgular 
tcuchcr-madc tests. 



Ilo not spend axresslva v clsss tie* on 
tustwlseness Information or teach 
students complex test-taking stratuglos. 

Ilo not semis ITBS or any other 
standardized test content or items 
In order to duvelop regular teacher- 
made tests or exercises, 
t 

Do not teaxh students answers to 
actual test Items. 

pu not encontago students to gueon 
at random In order to Improve tlielr . 



Do not administer another standardised 
test as practice. 



r 
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» lento to tin* ntmlcnte ■ pneltlvo 
Rttttude toward t lie teat. 

Be prencnt on tiio touting day imlrita 
■liurnrci 1m imiovoI dnbl*. 

Remind Btmlentu not to mnko any tnrkn 
In tbo teat bookleta. 



DURING THE TEST 



•No not roml rxoicUcn or nuniiMinco 
wnnl.i lor ntmlonlnTifl 

lio nut provliln ur .tI li»wp«tf"|i tntn 
v.m n«cl aunwern in Lent qnontlonn. 

I»n not nllow the orrui ronro t»f nuy 
activity th^f dlnrnntrt atiittcntft WfiHo 
tenting In In jiro|;tciin. 

Ito nut nl low nl intent n tn work on tout 
rtcctlonn nrcvlounly tnkcit or tn bo tnken 
Ifil or. 

* m 

|)n not mmouuco llio nwnnnt nf t two 
icM.itnlnn for n tout. 

flu nut nl low ntodeutn to ont or ilrlnk 
anything «t their drakfl. 

Q 



00 



ON 



< 



AFTER THE TEST 



IKl NOT 



l)o nut rilnrnaa nprr|\|t* lonl Itrwu 
(If n Undent nnkn nbpot nitwit li In* 
on lite ti*ftl f minwor In n goiturnl, 
uonnporlf lr auiunrr.) 
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ATTACHMENT 7 

( Continue d^jj^age 7 of 16) 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT. . 
Office of Research and Evaluation 



October 13^ 1981 



TO: Lawrence Buford 

David Hill 

FROM: Glynn Ligon - - ^ "O* * 

SUBJECT: Competency Test Scheduling Issues 

We need co resolve some current issues regarding the scheduling of competency 
testing. These issues are mainly instructional and have no direct bearing on 
the validity of the test results. Therefore, you are being asked to provide 
a decision on which the high schools and ORE can base future scheduling of 
competency testing. 

1. Is fall senior transfer testing necessary? Can it be conducted 
at the option of the school? 

» ■ 

a. Senior transfers who will graduate in the spring * 
could be tested in the fall special sessions and ' < 
take *a tutorial course in the spring. Depending 

upon how many required courses these seniors mudt 
take in the spring, scheduling in a euro rial 
could be difficult. 1 

b. Senior transfers who will graduate in the fall- 
must be tested in September ojr else a. tutorial 

course would not be scheduled, and their only , , 

option would be a letter if they did not meet v 
• competency in the fall special session, 

2. , When should, the fall special sessions be scheduled? Early enough 
>for spring scheduling deadlines? As late as possible to give the 

students as much opportunity to learn the skills required and to 
avoid taking a tutorial? Anytime- at the option of the schools? 

a. For spring semester scheduling, some high schools 
want competency testing results as early as October. 
Results provided later necessitate scheduling changes. 

» b. Students who are tested early in the fall and do not 
meet competency levels may have improved their scores 
just enough by the end of the semester to avoid a 
tutorial. With early testing, more students will be 

£ * taking tutorials. 

*3. The same issue as number 2 exists for spring special sessions. 
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ATTACHMENT 7 

(flppXiriued , page 8 of - 16) , 



Lawrence Buford 
David Hill 
October 13, 1981 
Page 2 * « 



Logistically, our staff can handle jus c about any scheduling decision. In face, 



of each semester as we do now is che mosc diffi- 



^cescing all schools ac che end 
eule for us. 

I am available co discuss chese issues ac your convenience. Some decision by 
January will allow us co make any revisions co our- cescing schedules for chis 
spring. 

. GL:if ■ 
cc: Maud Sims 

J. M. Richard 



Approved: C^frf^i/^ ,<fo? 



Direccor of Research and Evaluaci 
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V ^ - ■ . o ATTACHMENT 7 \, 

81.76 *V ... . • (Continued, page 9 of 16) 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 



Feb 



5, 1982 



TO: Lawrence 3uford 

DavisUgyi^ 
J. M. RicHard 
Maud Sims 



FROM: 



Glynn Ligoc 



fr- SU3JECT: Results of Spring Senior Transfer Competency Testing 

The table Jselow shows chat this spring's senior transfers did well on che 
competency test* 



Senior Transfer 
Spring 1932 



L 



f ' 

School 


Met 


Math 

Not 

Met. Total 


£ Met. 


Met 




. Reading 
Not 

Met Total 


, X Met 


Anders cc 


2 


1 


3 


67 


2 




1 


3 


67 


{ Austin 








— 


- 


t 




- 


I 


Crockett 


5 


3 " 


9 


67 


7 




4 


11 


64 • | 


L3J 


2 




3 






I 


I 


2 


50 i 


Johnston 


1 


■ 0' 


1 - 


^ 100 




I 


0 


1 • 


100 » 


Lanier ' 


2 


1 




67 


1 


I 


5 


6 


17 1 


McCallum 


4 


2 




6J 


6 


h 


I 


7 


■ 86 i 


Re a can 


1 


^0 A 


ri 


100 


0 


i 


1 


1 1 


0 i 


Travis 


3 


■ L 


4 


75 


, 3 


i 




4 


75 


Robbins 












1 


Kealina 


\ 


I ) 


f l 


Total 


21 I 


9 


_ 30 




70 i 


21 




14. 


35 I 


60 i 



GX.: if 



Approved : 

Director of Research and Evaluation 
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ATTACHMENT 7 

(Continued, page 10 of 16) 



\ 



AUSTIil INDEPENDENT SCHOOL OISTRICT 
Division. of Instruction- 
Department of Secondary Education 
March 5, 1982 



MEMORANDUM 
JO: 
FROM: 
SUBJECT: 



Ms. 5 ims 

E'gin Schilhab { o J 
Hign School Cofup lotion Mathematics Competencies 



A comparison of J*;c idcnti noble objectives <■ ■. • various standardized 
mathematics testT trie llCT\ bnsic skills list- .if id tic "is: of TABS 
High School objectives rovjals many similarities. Tho .ASS and ."CTM 
objectives are the same while the ITBS objectives include all TABS 
objectives pTils some others. Since similarities exist between the 
TABS , NCTM, STEP, and ITBS objectives and since a list of minimum . 
^graduation competencies in mathematics is needed, it appears reasonable 
"that the Division of Secondary Education shoj;d request the Office of 
Research and Evaluation to develop an icem baiu to measure minimum ■ 
mathematics competencies for graduation based upon objectives identical 
to tiie'TA3S objecttyes. ■ ' • 

Since a new curriculum qui da* will be developed this summer, a reaction 
to this proposal is desired to avoid the development o{ guides an<| a 
testing .ore-cram that is inconsi s tent wi th tno curriculum.' 



3? 0-» 



K MAR 

' RESEARCH S E Ai'J '.flON' 
SYSTEMWiCE TESTi/G 
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ATTACHMENT 7 

(Continued, page 11 of 16) 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: ' 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 

"Division of Instruction 
Department Crf Secondary Education 
Nfarch 10, 1982 



Maud Sims 
Bertha Means 

Competency Testing in Reading 



MAR 11 1S£2 
RESEARCH'S EVALUATION 



To facilitate our plans to commence the design of the District's mini-mum 

competency tests in secondary reading, which will measure "what we have 

taught, ■ I am presenting a comparison of Skills Objectives in Reading 

on the Iowa Tests o.f Basic Skills with the skills Objectives listed on the Texas 

Assessment of Basic SfciTTs 'tests. The exit-level reading objective^ in theTixSs 

Assessment or Basic S kills Activities Books, published in 1980 and 1981, 

are Identical to the objectives listed in the Reading Tutorial Guide- developed 

in 1978 by the Division of Instruction-, Austin Istf. ! — 

See attachment. 



According to this comparison, teachers have taught reading skills that are 

not included on the ITBS, whicK were recently used to assess minimum competency. 

Since teachers and some, administrators are concerned* that we design tests that 
reflect what has been taught, I am suggesting that the minimum competency tests 
in secondary reading focus on TABS Exit-level objectives one through seven. 
The$e objective are: ' * . . 



♦1. 

i: 

4. 

5. 

'6. 
7. 



Identify the main idea , . 
Arrange a list of events 1n sequence* 
Perceive cause/effect relationships , 
Evaluate and make judgments on the basis of information 
given * ■ . • 

Distinguish' between fact and non-jYact 
Make inferences and draw logical conclusion^ s 
Arrive at a generalisation from a given series of 
.details and/or assumptions. 



Since we plan to revise our Reading Tutorial Guide during June, 1982, I would be' 
interested in meeting with you and Dr. Volley's staff to discuss these objectives 
and plans for developing the Austin Independent School District's Minimum 
Competency Tests in heading. 

PI ease, [et roe hear from you as soon as possible. ■* 
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A Comparison of Skills Objectives listed on ITBS with Skills Objectives listed on 
ITBS No. Skills * TABS 



n TABS 



No. Skill* 



84 



F Facts: To Recognize and Understand Stated 

Factual Details and Relationships 
' (Literal Meaning) 



Fl Description: To understand factual 
details relating to description of- 
people, places, objects, and events 

f? Categorization: To understand 
factual details relating to class- 
ification 

F3 Relationships: To understand func- 
tional relationships', time, and 
sequence 

F4 ContestuaT Meaning: To deduce the 
meanings of words or phrases from 
contest 



I Inferences: 



To Infer Under Tying 
Relationships (Inter- 
pretative Meaning) 



11 



12 



13 



14 



Cause. and EfFect: To understand 
cause, effect, concomitance, and 
interaction 

Draw Conclusions: To draw con- 
clusions from information* and 
relationships 

Traits and Feelings: To Infer 
traits, feelings, and emotions , 
of characters 

Motives: To infer the motives 
and reasons for actions of 
characters 



G Generalizations: 



To Develop General- 
ization! from a 
Selection (Evaluative 
Meaning) 



19 



11 



28 



<G1 Mail} Idea: To recognize the main idea 
or topic of a paragraph or selection 



F Facts: To Recognize and Understand Stated 
Factual Details and Relationships 
(Literal Meaning) « $ 

Arrange a list of events in sequence 
To distinguish between fact and non-fact 

f 



Identify the main Idea 



■ v 



I -Inferences: To Infer Underlying Relation- 
ships (Interpretative Meaning) y 



Make Inferences and draw conclusions 4 
Perceive cause - an3 - effect relationships 4 



G Generalizations: To Develop Genral izatlons 

from a Selection (Evaluative^ 
Meaning) 



85 



o 

Mi 



on 



1TBS (con't) 



G2 Organization: To understand the 
organization of a paragraph ,or 
selection 

G3 Application: To apply information 

through generalization or prediction 
64 Purpose: To recognize the author's 

purpose, motive, or Intention 
G5 Viewpoint; To recognize the author's 

viewpoint, attitude, or bias 
G6 Figurative Language: To Interpret 

figurative language 
G7 Mood: To recognize the mood or 

tone of a selection 
G8 Style: To recognize qualities 

of style or structure 



No. Skills 



2 
4 
5 
2 
1 



TABS (con't) 



Arrive at a generalization from a 
given scries of details and/or 
assumptions 

Evaluate and make judgments on the 
basis of information given 



Ho. Skills 



J 



TOTALS 58 



, TOTALS 28 



test W - Work-Stujiy Skills 



8. 
10. 



Follow written directions Involving subordinate steps 

** 

Use the various parts, of a book as aids In, locating 
Information (e.g., title page, table of contents, 
prefac^ index) * ' 

Use various sources as aids In locating information 
(e.g., dictionary, telephone book, encyclopedia, 
newspaper) 



11. Use graphic sources to get information (e.g., tables and 

lists, charts and graphs, maps afcd globes, pictures an^ 4 
diagrams, scale drawings, transportation schedules) 

Items 8-11 on TABS t«ts are covered adequately on- Test W, Work-SU.dy Skills on the Iowa Tests of »"jc Skilly JUhou^h 
tern 8 followlnq written directions involving subordinate steps, is not listed among skills on the TBS, t is i> ferred 
[Sughout the in the Work Study Section. TABS, however, delineates this ebjectlve with sufficient 

actlvites and materials for teaching it. ' 



81,76 



ATTACHMENT f 

(Continued, page 14 of 16) 



MEMORANDUM 
TO: 
FROM: 
SUBJECT: 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL. 0 
Division of Instruc, 
Department of Secondary E 
April 15, 1982 



Ms. Sims/Or. Hoi ley 

Elgin Schilhab 

FOM Tutorial Testing 




ICT 



ation 



RECEIVED 

APR 1 6 1982 S 

RESEARCH & EVALUATION 



It 1s the opinions of some FOM Tutorial teacher? that ORE should do three 
things to improve the testing atmosphere in the FOM Tutorial classes. 

1. The order of the rasts should be 

a. computation ' 

b. concepts J 

c. problem giving. " 

The characteristics of the FOM Tutorial studehts are thjt the students are 
slow readers, they don't like surprises or ,unfamil i^p material, and they 
quit or "give-up" easily. , ^ ' ' f' ' ' 

Tp combat these characteristics/mathematics'teachers believe that the ^ 
IT0S results will improve 1f the testing session starts with familiar material. 

2. *The test administrator needs to Exhibit a cheerful, smiling, and positive - 

disposition that; makes, the students believe that they can do "well" on 



the test. FOM Tutorial students need confidence, 
that they can "do it." . 



They need to be told 



\ 



It was reported that a test administrator displayed a lack of concern for 
the students. It appeared that the prevalent attitude was one of "let's 
get it over- v I have imgytant things to do."'* 

3. ''Each test administrator should be, familiar with the test. It was reported 
that one test administrator started^ tutori**~class on the wrong test. 
When the error was discovered, the testing session w^s started over. These 
students were late to their next class. While the tutorial students were 
completing the test, .pther students were entecing the room. FOM Tutorial 
students need understanding and confidence, not contusion. ^ 

\ 

If you wish to further discuss any of the points ,\ pi ease, let me know. 
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s ATTACHMENT 7 

(Continued, page 15 of 16) 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT J 
Office of Research and Evaluation 



April 20, 1982 



TO: E^Lgln Schilhab 

FROM: Glynn Ligc 
SUBJECT: Your April 15 Memo on FOM Tutorial Testing 



J 



Here are responses co the three concerns scaced in your memo. 

J. Thz rjxith tz&ts 4kould bz oAdeAzdi computation, concept , p*ob£&n aoZvajiq. 

We do noc know of any evidence that students would score higher if che 
order were to be changed. The order in which the ITBS tests are admin- 
istered matches the order fo Mowed in the standardization and morming 
thus, if we maintain that order, we maximize the appropriateness of the* 
norma. 

* 

2. Tz&t aximinZtt'iatoAA nzzd to zxhiktt a chz&iiul, smiting, and po^Ztbiz 
dU position that makzs> thz ttudznti bztizvz that thzu can do "wzZL" on 
>tliz tu>t. F0M Tu£o{UxlL &tuxtent& nzzd con&idzncz. Thzy nzzd to bz told 
that thzy can "do <t. n 

We are working with bur testers to ensure that they are supportive and ' 
friendly,' but business like. In no instance should they Imply that any- . 
thing is more Important than the on-going testing. However, it is not 
the role af the tester to tell the students that they can do well on 
* the test. * * \ . . 

3. Each tzit admuil&tAotoA. should bz lamZLan. with thz tz&t. It wm tizpcxtzd 
that onz tzst aditiniA&iataA. ttaxtzd a tutorial s&ua on thz Miong tzs>t. 
Whzntthz zaajqa. tivw dtAcovznzd, thz tz&ting <i ei^^hv. tt«4 ttoAtzd ove/t. Thi&z 
AtuEznts mzaz Zatz to thuA next cfrm. Wkllz^thzwfaAlaJt itadznt* cceAe 
complztaig thz tz&t, otiizn btudznte mjiz zntvunq thz Koom. FOM TatosUal 
Atudznts nzzd wndvutanding and con£ld£ncz t not CQn&u&Ajon. 

• • ^ 

|Jfe followed up -on this when It was first reported, the tester was con|e^€u^" 
with, and we have since been even more careful about the preparation oi£ 
testers. Our testers are trained and required to observe testing sessions 
before they are given the responsibility of testing on their own. Fortu- 
nately, this was an Isolated' instance. 

GL:if^ ~ 3 

cc : Maud Sims 



Approved: 



""Director of Research ^nd Zvalu£z'iou' 
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ATTACHMENT 7 , 

(Continued, page 16 of 16) 



r 



ir 7 



AlJSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 



April 23, 1982 



TO: 
FROM: 



Maud Sims 

Glynn Ligptjx^2<£- — ^ 



SUBJECT: Timeline for Development of an Item Bank and Multiple Forma of a 
Xocally Developed Test for Minimum Competency 

, . ' v . 

The following timeline is tight' and assumes that we can use available^ alances 
in this year's budget to contract for item review and some item writing. Under • 
that condition and barring any unforeseen problems, we can have a TABS-obje\tive- 
based competency test ready administer in the fall* 1982 special sessions «\ 



Now - August, 1982 
July - August, 1982 

July - August, 1982 

September, 1982 

September - October, 1982 

November - December, 1982 



Purchase item banks ' 

Review £tems, write items ^ 
• where needed 

Rasch calibrate items on 
ITBS Level 14 

Use ITBS for. senior trans- * 
. fer competency testing 

Compile and print alternate 
forms of locally developed 
competency tests 

Administer locally developed 
competency tests in special 
sessions 



GL:if 



Approved: 

Director of Rsay&rcci, and EvaHSafcion 



.ERIC 



90 



79 



76 



» 



ATTACHMENT 8 

CUMULATIVE FREQUENCY AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION 

SAW SCORES— SPRING 1982 
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OS 



I f UKM A 1 1982 TAOS READING RAW SCORES 

f CUMULATIVE' FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS! 



C FORM BU982 TABS READING RAW SCORES 

(CUMULATIVE FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS! 



00 



1 





CUMULATIVE 


CUMULATIVE 


RS 


FREQUENCY^ 


PERCENTAGE 


4 


■ IIUJHMIUMi 

1 


• It 


8 


5 


.3* 


9 


11 


' .61 


10 


19 


1. IX 


11 


27 


1. 51 


12 


33 


1.91 


13 


45 


2.6X 


■I \l 


52 


3.01 


15 


63 


3. 6X 


16 


78 


4. 4? 


17 . 


97 


$.51 


18 


112 


6.4X 


19 


132 


7.5X 


20 


154 


8. 7X 


21 


180 


10. 2X 


zr ^ 


-) 208 


11.8X 


23 


J 233 


\ 13. 2X 


24 


/ 269 


15. 3X 


25 


309 


17. 5X 


26 


342 


19. 4X 


27 


380 


21. 6t 


28 


416 


23.6X « 


29 


464 


26. 3X 


30 


516 


29. 3X 


31 


569 


32. 3X 


32 


618 


35. IX 


33 


68 4 


* 38. 8X 


34 


760 


43. IX 


35 


838 


4 7.6X 


36 


914 


51. 9X 


-*37 


1004 


5J.0X ^ 


38 


1115 


63. 3X 


39 


1249 


70. 9t 


40 


1369 « 


77.7* 


41 t 


1488 


84. 4X 


42 


1615 


91. 7X 


43 


1718 


9 7.5X 


44 


1762 


100. OX ' 



RS 

4 
5 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
+5 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 . 
23 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 

* 35 

r 36 

TO -*37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 



CUMULATIVE 
FREQUENCY 



1 

2 
3 
11 
17 

26 
42 
57 
71 
87 
105 
122 
150 
180 
208 
238 
273 
314 
353 
387 
42J5 

n 

535 
606 
664 
733 
807 
886 
967 
1072 
1187 
1337 
1476 
1644 
1830 
1976 
2042 



4&4 
4?8 



t 



CUMULATIVE 
PERCENTAGE 



• OX 
.IX 

• IX 
.5X 

• 8X 
.3X 
.IX 
.8X 
.5X 

3X 
IX 
OX 
3X 
8X 
2X 
7X 
4X 
4X 
3X 
OX 
8X 
2X 
4X 

ix 
it 

5X 
9X 
5X 
4X 
4X 
5* 
IX 
5X 
3X 
5X 
6X 

ax 

OX 



1. 

2. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 
10. 
11. 
13. 
15. 
17. 
19. 
20. 
22. 
24. 
26. 
29. 
32. 
35. 
39. 
43. 
47. 
52. 
58. 
65. 
72. 

ao. 

89. 
96. 
100. 
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/ 
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( FORM AU982 STEP HE AO INC RAM SCORES 

(CUMULATIVE FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS) 



(FORM 811982 STEP READING RAW SCORES 

{CUMULATIVE FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS! 



RS 



00 




\ 



,ERLC 



CUMULATIVE 
FREQUENCY 



CUMULATIVE 
PERCENTAGE 



5 


1 


.1* 


7 


2 


.1* 


8 


5 


• 3* 


9 


12 


.7* 


10 


22 


1.2* 


11 


38 


2.2* 


12 • 


57 


3.2* 


13 


79 


4.5* 


14 


104 


5.9* 


IS 


139 


7.9* 


*• 16 


172 


9.8* 


17 


219 


12.4* 


18 


261 


14.8* 


19 


305 


17. 3* 


20 


359 


20.4* 


21 - 


413 


23.4* 


22 


472 


26.8* 


23 


542 


30.8* 


24 


613 


34.8* 


25 ' 


4 665 


37.7* 


26 


724 


41.1* 


27 


785 


44.6* 


28 


875 


49.7* 


29 


939 


53. J** 


-♦30 


1005 


5 7*0* 


31 


1069 


60.7* 


32 


1135 


64,4* 


33 


1196 


67.9* 


34 


124 7 


70.8* 


35 


1299 


73.7* 


36 


1354 


76.8* 


37 


1388 


78*8* 


38 


1432 


81.3* 


39 


4480 


84.0* 


40 


1518 


86.2* 


41 


1554 


88.2* 


42 


1578 


89.6* 


^43 


1604 


91.0* 


44 


1626 


92.3* 


45 


1646 


93. 4* 


46 


1670 


94.8* 


47 


1693 


96.1* 


48 


1709 


97.0* 


49 


1720 


97.6* 


50 


1731 


98.2* 


51 


1739 


98V 7* 


52 


1744 


99.0* 


53 


1749 


99.3* 


54 


1751 


99.4* 


55 


1757 


99.7* 


56 


1761 


99.9* 


57 


1762 


100.0* 
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CUMULATIVE 


RS 
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PERCENTAGE 


mwm 






1 


1 


.0* 


2 


2 


.1* 


3 


4 


• 2* 


6 


7 


• 3* 


8 


10 


• 5* 


9 


12 


• 6* * 


10 


18 


• 9* 


11 


26 


1.3* 


12 


40 


2.0* 


13 


62 


3.0* 


14 


88 


4.3* 


15 


125 


6.1* 


16 


170 


8*3* 


17 


227 


11.1* 


18 


282 


13.8* 


19 


333 


16.3* 


20 * 


397 


19*4* 


21 


464 


22*7* 


22 


537 


26.3* 


23 


* 591 


28.9* 
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32.5* 


25 


728 


35.7* 


26 
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39**4* 


27 
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43.2* 
*S.3* 


28 


946 


29 


1009 


49.4* 




. 1074 


52.6* 


'31 


1131 


55.4* 


32 
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58.2* 


33 


1246 
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34 


1313 ^ 
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35 
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36 


1437 


70.4* 


37 


1479 


72.4* 4 


38 


1538 
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39 


1591 


77.9* 


40 


1640 


80.3* 


41 


1675 


82*0* 


42 


1716 


84.0* 
8*. 6* 


43 


<r747 
U789 


44 
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45 


1821 


89.2* 


46 


1844 
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47 


1874 
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48 
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92.9* 


49 
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. 94.0* " 


50 
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95.2*J» 


51) 


1965 


96*2* 


52 


I960 


9 7.0* 


53 


1992 




54 


2005 


9*. 2* 


55 


2015 , 


98. 7* 


56 


202 7 


99.3* 


57 


2035 


99.7* 


58 


2039 


99. 9* 


59 


2042 


100.0* 



00 



m ) 

95 



(H)RM A J 1982 TABS MATH RAM SCQRES: 

(CUMULATIVE FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS) 



CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 
RS FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE 



oo 



. r 



8 


1 ' 


• IX 


9 


2 
4* 


• IX 


1 1 


mZX 


1 2 


10 


.61 


1 3 


12 


• IX 


1 4 


1 4 


• 8* 


1 5 


15 


»9X 


1 6 


23 


1.4% 


1 7 


31 


1 • 8X 


1 8 


43 


2. si 


19 


54 


3.2* 


20 


75 


4.4X 


2 1 


87 


- 5. 1 1 


22 


109 x 


6.4X 


23 ** 


♦134 


7.7X 


24 


1 54 


9. OX' 


25 


175 


10. 3% 


26 


20 8 


12.2X 


27 


25 5 


15. OX 


28 


298 


17. 5X 


29 


346 


20. ax 


J 30 


402 


23.UC 


31 


465 .. 


2 7y4X 


32 


532 


3lC3t 


33 , ' 


608 


3*. 7* 


34 


683 


4*0. IX 


35 


764 


44. 9X 


36 * 


866 


50. 9t 




V 6 


56. Zt 


* 38 


1051 


61. 8X 


i 39 


1162 


68.3X 


4,0 


127Q 


74. 6X 


41 


1389, 


81.6X 


42 


1502 


88. ZX 


43 


1624 


95.4* 


4* 


1702 


100. OX 



*( FORM BI1982 TABS MATH RAW SCORES: 

(CUMULATIVE FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS! 



CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 
RS * FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE - 





i 
x 




1 V 

• l r * 


7 


a 






Q 
O 


■x 




. A* 




c 




• J* 


1 n 


o 




• J* 


1 i 


l n 




• 3 * 


1 c. 


i a 




^7 * 




? ? 
a a 




1.1* 


1 A 


0 A 




. 1 . A* 


1 CC 

1 !> 


Ja 




1 . 6* 


- 1 o 


in 

nil 




A • u + 


1 7 


Bn 

3 u 




A. 3* 


i a 
i a 


OH 




J. A * 


1 Q 


ft ? 
o A 






c u 






7. A* 


A 1 


1 CO 




. O • *t * 




1 L. A 




7 A* 


A J 


l Tn 
I f u 




ft AT 
o • O * 




1 Q 1 


> * 




A ? 






1 1 . *»* • 


CO 








27 


301 




15. 3X 




348 




17.6X 


1 29 


406 




20. 6X 


30 


449 




22. 8X 


' 31 1 


526 




26. 7X • 


- ' 32 


595 




30. ZX 


33 


671 




34. OX 


34 


748 




37. 9X 


35 


828 




42. QX 


36 


927 




4 7.1)X 


9.0-*37 


1052 




53. 3X 


38 


1171 




59. 4X 


39 


1292 




65. 5X 


40 


1425 




72.3X 


41 


1550 


78.6X 


42 


1696, 




86. OX 


43 


1857 




94. ZX. 1 


44 


1972 




100. OX 



.<HJRM A ) 1982 STEP MA TH RAW SCUKOS: 
, (CUMULATIVE FREQUENCY OI^TR IBUTIONS) , 



oo 

4> 



9o' 






CUMULATIVE 


CUMULATIVE 


RS 


f REQUENCY 


PERCENTAGE 


4 " 


1> 


• It 


13 


* 2 


• Al 


17. 


3 


.2* 


18 


5 


.3* 


19 


7 - 


.4* 


20 


10 * 


•6t 


21 


14 


.8* 


22 


19 


i.H 


23 


25 


1.5* 


24 


33 . 


1.91 


25 


51 


3.0* 


26 


67 


3.9* 


27 


88 


5.2* 


28 


• 115 


6. tf* 


29 ' 


149 


8.81 y 


30 * 


188* 


11.01 / 


31 


230 


13. 5r 


32 


273 * 


16.0* 


-33, 


3*5* 


19. U 


34 


359 


21.lt 


35 * 


405 


23.8t 


36 


448 


26. 3* 


3/ 


49? 


29. It 


3 8 


531 


31.2* 


39 


575 


33.8* 


40 


621 


- 36.5* 


41 


669^ 


39.3* 


42 - 




41.8* 


43 


746 


43.8* 


44 


776 ^ 


45.6* 


,45 . 


80 7 


47.4* 


46 


833 


48*y* 


4/ 


863 


50.7* 


48 


898 


52.8* 


*49 


936 


55.0* 


50 


964 


56.6* 


) 51 


996 


58.5* 


52 


1035 


60.8* 


53 


1066 


6 2.6* 


54 


1101 \ 


64. 7* 


55 


1124 > 


66.0* 


56 


K54 


6 7.8* 


57 


1178 


69.2* 


58; 


. 1211 


71.2* 


59 


1242 


73.0*' 


60 


1267 


74.4* 


61 


1288 


75.7*, 


62 


1316 


• 77. 3* 


63 


1339 


78.7* 


64 


1358 


79.8* 


65 


1376 


80.8* 


66 . 


1392 


si. a* 



\ 



69 


1448 


TO 


1472 


71 


1486 


72 


1506 


73 


1520 


74 


1532 


75 


1544 


76 


1559 


77 


1573 


78 


1586 


79 


1601 


80 


1613 


81 


1621 


82 


163^ 


83 


1645 


84 


1652 


85l 


1658 


86 


1663 


87 


166*8 


88 


* 1672 


89 


1679 


90 


1683 


91 


1685 


92 


1689 


93 


1691 


94 


1692 


95 


16^5 


96 


1696 


98 


1697 


9$ 


1498 . 


101 


1699 


102 


1700 


103 


< 1701 


109 


1702 



n3> 



85.lt 
86.5* 

87r3* 

88.5* 
89.3* 
40.0* 
90.7* 
91.6* 
k . 92.4* 
93.2* 
94.1* 
94.8* 
95.2* 
95.9* 
96.7* 
v 97.1* 
?7.4* 
)7.7* 
'98.0* 
98.2* 
98.6* 
98.9* 
99.0* 
>99.2* 
99.4* 
99.4* 
99.6* 
99.6* 
99.7* 
99.8* 
* 99.8* 
99.?* 
99.9* 
100.0* 



fa 



IHJKM BU98Z STEP KATH RAW SCORESs 

(CUMULATIVE FREQUENCY Dl STRIUUT IONS I 



oo 



\ 




ruu 



RS 



CUHUHTI VE 
FREQUENCY 



CUMULAT IVE 
PERCENTAGE 



T 6 


— - 

1 


• i * 


14 


4 




17 


8 


. 4X 


19 


9 


• bX 




11 


• 6X 


21 


-18 


• 9* 


22 


31 


1 • 6X 


l23 


44 


.2*2* 


25 


60 


3. OX 


* 71 


3« 6X 


,26 


84 


4. 3X 


- 27 


104 


5 « 3X 


" 28 


131 




29 


156 


7.9X 


30 


203 - 


10* 3X 


? l \ 


232 


11. 8X 


•32 ) 


K t 265 


1 3. 4X 


33 


\ 299 


15. 2X 


34 1 


344 


1 f. 4X 


35 


379 


1 9. 2X 


36. 


430 


2 1 • 8X 


37 


488 


24. 7X 


3*8 


539 ' 


27*3% 


39 


586 


29. 7X 


40 


634 


32.21 




-681 


34 • 5X 


A "> 

4Z\ 


■"757 

let 


JO • 7 % 


♦3 


768 


38. 9X 


44 


80 7 


40 • 9X 


45 s 
46 


84 2 


42 • 7X 


"883 


44. 8X 


47 


923 


46. 8X 


48 


961 


48. 7X A 


49 


99 7 


50.6% 


50 


1034 


52. 4X 


^.0-*5i 


1068 


54 • 2t 


52 


1 1 f\ A 

1 IUh 




53 


U37 


57* 7X 


* 54 


1 178 \ 


59. 7X 


55 


1215 


61 • 6X 


56 


1242 


6 3. OX 


57 


1276 


64* 7X 


58 


1309 


66* 4X 


59 


1 338 


a v a t 
r,6 / • o 4 


60 


B361 


**y69 • OX 


61 


i37#^ 


; 69.9X 


62 


1405 


71. 2X 


63 


1428 


72.4* 


64 


1461 


74. IX 


65 


1484 


75. 3X 


66 


1506 


76. 4X 


67 


1542 


78.2% 


68 


1558 


79. OX 


69 


157* 


79. 9X 



70 


1602 


81.2X 


71 


1622 


82.31 


72 


1639 


83. IX 


73 


1664 


84. 4X 


74 


. 1683' 


85. 3X 


75 


1699 


06. 2X 


76 


1715 


87. OX 


77- ' 


1742 


88. 3X 


78 


1762 


89. 4 X 


79 


1780 


•90. 3X 


80 


1796 • 


91. IX 


81 


1819 


92. 2X 


82 


1833 • 


93.0* 


83 


? 1848 


93. 7X 


^84 


. 1860 


94. 3X 


85 


1873 * 


95. OX 


86 


1887 


*95.7X 


87. 


1893 


96. OX 


88 


1906 


96. 7X 


89 


1913 


. -9 7. OX 


90 


1919 


97. 3X 


91 


* 1926 


97. 7X 


92 , 


I9l2 


98. OX 


93 


1935 


, 98. IX 


94 


1941 


98. 4X 


95 


1945 


98. 6X 


96 


1948 


98. 8X 


97 


. 1951 


98. 9X 


98 


1953 


99 . OX 


99 


1957 


99. 2X 


100 


1959 


99w3X 


101 


1963 


99, 5X 


102 


1964 


99. 6X 


103 


1965 


99. 6X 


104 


1967 


99. 7X 


106 


1970 


99. 9X 


107 


1971 


99. 9X 


108 


1972> 


100. OX 



00 



. / 



v 



J 
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' J . ATTACHMENT 9 

81.76 . DOCUMENTATION OF WHY SOME STUDENTS WHO SIGNED A LETTER 
'/ OF WAIVER DID NOT TAKE A TUTORIAL COURSE IN THE SUBJECT 



(This information was obtained by conversations with registrars at 
several high schools #) , • 

* 1. Student A entered AISD at midterm (spring), then graduated shortly^ 

thereafter. , * . ^ 

^ 1. Student B was in AISD only one semester, a ^tuition student. 

v ,3. Student C was in AISD ofily one semester, as a tuition student. ' 

4* Student D. was at Kealing lafet fall (Kealing does riot have ttitorials) , 
. L then lef^ ^llibol midterm. She *did take Basic math and CLA. i 

5; Student Centered in late January; school "couldn't get her in 1 '- 

■ . a tutorial. 
/ ' 

6. Student F is handicapped with multiple sclerosis (severe arm/hand 
dysfunction) , most of her senior classes^were special education. * 
This student was not exempted by her ARD Committee. 

' s , • 

7. Student G did not ever pass four semesters of math until this past 

, semes£fer. t ■** . 



1}S 



r 



ERIC 



86 



w . . t> ATTACHMENT lb 

81.76 s • DOCUMENTATION OF COMPUTER' PROGRAMS USED TO GENERATE 

DATA FOR FIGURES *IN THIS REPORT , i • 



Figurfe Number / 



*Pr pgr am Name 



3 
.5 
6 
7 
10 
11 



12 
13 
14 
18 
20 



\ 



MC-FR005-01-01 - 
MC-FR001-01-01 
MC-FR001-01-01 
Sft-STRNG-01-01 
MC-FROO 7-01-01 

MC-FROOA-C-l-Ol (Number of tutorials 
and years in AISD) 
(Sex and ethnicity) 
(LEP status! 
(Average age) 
(Average GPA) 



MC-FROO 4-03-01 
MC-FR004-04-01 
MC-FR004-05-01 
MC-FR004-O6-01 
MC-FR004-01-01 
MC-FROO 2-0 1-01 
MC-FROO 6 -01-QJ. .• 
.MC-FR003-01-01 
MC-FR004-09-09 



103 



A' 



9 

ERIC 



'87 



, 81.76 



" . - . ATTACHMENT 11 

BAW S SORES USED TO MEET COMPETENCY AT THE" 8.5^ 9.0,' 9.5, . 
- 9.9 CRITERION LEVELS 



Reading 



Math 



* 

Test 




8.5 


,9.0 


9.5 


9.9 , 


8.5 


9.0 


9.5 . 


9.9 


CAT, Form A x 


55 


58 


61 


6.3 


58 


64 


69 


72- 


CAT, Form B 
ITBS,^Fdrm 7 


53 
57; 


57 
61 


59 
68 


62 
72 


55 
61 


61 
67 


66 
*76 


69- 
85 


ITBS, Form 8 


57 ' 


61 


68 


72 


51 


58 


68 


76 


STEP, Form A'- 


28 


30 


32 


33 


46 
X 


49 


52 


54 


STEF, Form B 


28 


30 


32 


33 


48 


51 


53. 


55 






















* 


WW? 


















s 

•Si 


\ 




/ 














r* , 






/ 


















) 















88 



